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A STATEMENT 


ON OUR CHANGE OF NAME 


On May 8, 1946, the members of the Leninist League, U.S.A. 
adopted a resolution changing the name of the organization to the:- 


WORKERS LEAGUE FOR A REVOLUTIONARY PARTY 


The reasons for the change are as follows. The name of an or- 
ganization is most suitable when it is self-explanatory in stating the 
purpose of the organization. From this angle the name, Leninist League, 
is unsatisfactory since it does not convey the party-building purpose of 
our organization. The name, WORKERS LEAGUE FOR A REVOLUTIONARY PARTY, 
on the other hand, states directly and explicitly that the purpose of our 
organiz&tion is to serve as the nucleus for building a new revolutionary 
party of the working class. 


A second and more important reason is that in adopting the 
name, Leninist League, the members of the organization unwittingly fell 
into the error of attaching their work to the name of an individual, an 
error which runs along the line of fetishizing the leaders of the pro- 
letariat. Since the rise of Stalinism, which thrives on such fetishism, 
this tendency has become particularly dangerous and must be fought against 
at every opportunity. The latter-day practice of the Socialist Workers 
Party in referring to itself as the Trotskyist Party is a good example 
of the increasing tendency to fetishize leaders. 


Furthermore, the name Leninist League gives the impression 
that we automatically agree with everything Lenin ever said or did. In 
the work of all proletarian leaders, we accept only what 1s correct and , 
in the revolutionary interests of the working masses. Upon arriving at 
a definite conclusion after adequate study, we have never hesitated to 
differentiate ourselves from those specific policies of Lenin which we 
consider incorrect, just as we have resolutely and unhesitatingly ad- 
hered to those which are genuinely revolutionary. Readers of our public- 
ations know that we have repudiated specifically Lenin's pre-1917 pos- 
ition against the principle of the permanent revolution, his position in 
support of the idea of a Constituent Assembly and his position in sup- 
port of the British Labor Party. 
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THE BULLETIN and its PURPOSE 


THE BULLETIN of the WORKERS LEAGUE FOR A REVOLUTIONARY PARTY 
is devoted to crystallizing the programmtic foundation for a new prolet- 
aréan party in America and @ revolutionary international. On the basis 
of the lessons of the October Revolution, of a struggle against the be- 
trayals resulting fron the burocratic degeneration of the Comintern, 
against the workings of Social-democracy, as well as against the policies 
of imperialism in the present epoch, THE BULLETIN presents 4 system of 
ideas for the fight against capitalism. 


The immddiate @im of the WORKERS LEAGUE FOR A REVOLUTIONARY 
PARTY is to arm the revolutionary workers with an understanding of the 
pseudo—revolutionary organizations now controlling the proletarian van- 


noe 
guard and to organize these workers into a new party. 

The role of Stalinism as the chief betrayer within the ranks 
of the proletariat and of the Trotsky tendency as a loyal *"opposition" 
and main prop of Stalinism among the revolutionary anti-Stalinist work- 
ers has been established in THE BULLETIN with documentary evidence. 

THE BULLETIN conta ins the only scientific exposure of the so-called 
"ultra-left" tendencies which spread the confusion that the Stalinist 
bureaucratic aprmratus operating the state issuing out of a proletarian 
revolution, is a new class, 

To rally the proletarian vanguard around the program based 
on the best traditions of Marx, Engels and Lenin for the struggle to 
liberate the toiling masses fran every form of oppression - this is 


the purpose for which THE BULLETIN has fought from its foundation and 
which differentiates it from all other publications, 
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A NOTE ON A DISCUSSION — 


ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE there begins the first of two theses 
representing a difference of opinion within the WORKERS LEAGUE FOR A 
REVOLUTIONARY PARTY concerning some phases of the international 


situation. 


FOR SOME TIME a discussion has been in progress in our organ- 


ization on these questians. 


THE TWO THESES presented in this issue crystallize the main 


opposing lines of thought. 


OTHER THESES, if they are presented, will be published in 


forthcoming issues. 
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A THESIS Ov TE PRESENT STATUS 
OF THE CONFLICT 
BETWEEN TYE SOVIET UNJON AND T3E IMPERIALISTS 
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eos 1. Since the founding of the Soviet Republic in 1917, the chief coutra~ 
diction in the international s»here has beon that between the society based on 
the proletarian form of property in the means of uroduction and the bourzeois 
world based on capitalist private property. 


2. With thd existence of a genuinely revolutionary Soviet rezime, the 
fundamental factor determining the unfolding of this contradiction would have 
been the »olicy of promoting the world vroletarian revolution, a volicy which 
would have made the historical interests of the world proletariat merze in pract-»* 
ice with the defense of the Soviet Republic against imperialist attacks. The 
growth of the burocratic dezeneration of the Soviet regime, culminating in the 
dictatorsni» of Stalin, introduced entirely wnforseen features in the juternet- 
ional contradiction without in the least eliminating it. The burocratic usurp- 
ers cast aside the volicy of promoting the international oroletarian revolution 


and placec their "defense" of the Soviet Republic on gheerly diolomatic and mil- 
itary srounds. 


3. To date there have been two focal voints in the general contradic- 
tion between world imperialism and the Soviet Republic:- (1) the first inter- 
vention, 1913-1921; and (2) the second intervention, 1941-1945. In both inter- 
ventions, the military victory of the Soviet Republic occurred in the avseice 
ot success and spread of the internetio al proletarian revolution. Consenuently 
both interventions ended with a stalemate between the first worlters state aud 
Capitalism in the rest of the world. The contradiction between the Soviet Union 
and the imoerialist powers not only was not resolved in either case, but was 
heightened. The conditions of the conclusion of each intervention, however, 
dit‘fer from each other to such a degree that each set of conditions merits spec- 
ial examination. To reneat mechanically the evaluations of 1513-1921 in the 
present day can lead only to utter confusion. 


4. At the end of the first intervention, the Soviet Reou lic was a 
weak, barely-breathing organism. Economically in collanse, the’life of the 
Soviet Repuodlic in that past period was a struggle for bare existence in the 
most literal sense of the term. The farthest view of the burocratized leader- 
shiv at the end of the first intervention was the establishment of “friendly" 
diplomatic and trade relations witn the various capitalist powers. An azeres- 
sive policy of exoansion by the burocracy would not only have been a sheer 
fantasy, but would have led to the imnediate destructiog of the Soviet vower, 


5. The situation at the end of the second intervention is wholly <aif- 
ferent from that after 1921. In the two decades between the two interventions, 
the naterial stmucture of the Soviet Repuolic grew to huge proportions, The 
burocracy became rezularized and efficient, and built a powerful nationalized 
industry and military machine. The proletariat of the Soviet Repuvlic became 
enormous in numbers, technically far superior to the period of the first inter- 
vention, and while dezenerated politically, a, fighting military force such as 
could not even be imagined in 1918. In this condition, in 1944-1945, it was 
able to defeat the greatest military assault in history. 


6. In the same two decades, while the Soviet repuolic underwent a 
process of flourishing growth, the cavitalist world vassed thvouzn a veriod of 
intense crisis cond decline, One of the chief symptons, if not the most import- 
and symptom, of the crisis and decline of the capitalist world is the difference 
in forces that the imperialists cauld master in each jutervention, In 1918-1921 
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when the Soviet Republic was tragically feeble, the imperialists of the United 
States, Jnzland, France end Javan, the chief victor powers of the “lorlc ‘ar, 

Were able to participate directly in the intervention; they were unsuccessful 
because of the risins revolutionary tide wnich swept tne world in that »eriod. 
But in 1241-1945, when the Soviet Union had already grown to great power, only 
one major imperialist force could directly attack the Soviet Uniou, namely, Nazi 
Germany. This linitation of forces was the direct outcome of the crisis through 
which the cavitalist warld passed in the two decades after the first intervention, 
and not even the crushing of ‘the masses in every revolutionary situation since 
1921 could compensate for it. The speci’ ic circumstances which brought abant 
this limitation are those which have been frequently outlined by our orzanization 
in the past; it is unnecessary to repeat them here. History has snown that the 
forces modilized by the imoerialists for the second intervention were disastrous- 
ly insufficient for their task. At the sane tine these forces were pvrodivious, 
reauirin, an herculean strain and a tremendous expenditure on the oart of the 
international imperialists. The military defeat inflicted on the imperialists 

in the second intervention is materially equal to dozens of defeats such as thet 
of 1918-1921. 


7. The specific ortcome of the second intervention also differs signif 
icantly from that of the first. By 1921, the Soviet Republic just barely man- 
aged to maintain itself within the boundaries of the former Tsarist enpire. Imn- 
portent territories such as Poland, Finland, the Baltic states, were last dur- 
ing the first intervention. The second intervention had a totally different re- 
sult. The Soviet Union has expanded to bounds never dreamed of before by the 
burocracy. It has emerged not a state just at the borderline of bare existence, 
but a world power in its own right. The crisis and decline of the capitalist 
netions, brought to an unprecedented stage by their defeat in the second inter- 
vention, have opened new vistas to the Soviet burocracy, namely, a policy of 
expansion. Germany and Japan lie »rostrate; the empires which were given to 
them by the major imperialists to prime then for the 1941 attacx on tire Soviet 
Union, have nad to ve taken back, Economic collapse, social chaos and wide- 
spread famine stalk Germany and Japan, France and Italy are in a not much bet- 
ter condition. The British empire is now strugeling for its very existence, 
the general crisis through whicn it was passing prior to 1941 being brought to 
a new and higher stage today. The United States alone has not only retained its 
power, but has even increased it. The power of the American imnperiolists, how- 
ever, does not exist in a vacuum, It is organically conditioned on the situation 
in the rest of the capitalist world. The American imperi-lists are not free to 
confine themselves to strutting proudly in their magnificance, but face the grim 
task of pumpins life-blood into the rest of the capitalist natios. “hile the 
Soviet Union has suffered frightful blood-letting and destruction, it has ac- 
quired vast comensating wealth in broad territories formerly in the hands of 
the capitalists, namely, in the eastern part of Eurove and in fanchuria. The 
vosition of the Soviet Union at the end of the second intervention is that of a 
victor, not in the narrow sense of 1921, but in the far broader sense of having 
actually won material and positional gains, wnile the imperialists as e whole 
have met with serious reverses. 


8. Et is not sufficient to say that this is a »eriod of preparation 
for a thtrd intervention against the Soviet Union. hile this idea expresses 
the correct fact that the besic contradiction betwe n the imoerialist world and 
the Soviet Union still exists and that the imperialists still have as their aim 
to destroy the Soviet Union and restore canitalism on a world scale, it leaves 
out tne chanzed conditions fron the oicture; it does not go beyond what could 
have been said in 1921; it is a mechanical revetition of the ideas of the past. 
The emergence of the Soviet Union as a world power in its own right is omitted 
from this antiquated formulation. The: burocracy has adavted its volicies to the 
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new conditions and it is necessary for the worxsrs to @o likewise with their 
understandin,. The ourocracy nas passed over to a policy of international ad - 
ventures wnich may have territorial, military or economic ains, perhaps all three 
ae once. There were foreshadowings of this as early as 1939. The case in voint 
is the occuyation of eastern Poland, the attack on Finland and the occuvation 

of the Baltic states and 3essarabia. In the case of Poland, the Baltics and 
Bessarabia, the ain was chiefly military, from which, of course, territorial 
and economic aing cannot be excluded. The 1939 attack on Finland had purely 
Military ains, tte seizure of stratezic areas around Leningrad for defensive 
PUrpOSe Se The recent events in Iran are another example o the o»xlicy of in- 
ternational burocratic adventures; the ain may be any or all of those indicated, 
- territorial, military, economic. The strioping of industry in Germany, ou- 
mania and fanclmria is a case of economic international adventures, which means 
also milivary aims. The period in which the burocracy sat »xassively on its bor- 
ders is over, The burocracy now seexs to exvands its bord-rs to the extent 

that it is able, a policy which may be called predatory defense. The limits of 
this new policy are set by the danger of actually compelling tue imoerialists 
willynilly to »lunge into an attack on the Soviet Union. For the time bein”, 
the burocracy is able to jocxey for territorial, military and economic advent- 
ages on the inte:national scene in this new way. How long this period will con- 
tinue caanot be foretold; it is at most a period of instability arising directly 
from the te-vrific defeat the imverinlists suffered in the second intervention. 
It may be suverceded by a period in which the Soviet >urocracy, in an e‘fort to 
lay the vcasis for a vorolonzged veriod of peace, will compromise and witnd-aw 

fron certain of the territories it has occupvied. At the request of the imper- 
lalists, the burocracy has already withdrawn its forces fro. Czechoslovaiia, 

a vital territory in the heart of Surove, so thet even Churchill has ovuolicly 
declarec that in Czechoslovakia there is (what he calls) a democratic regime. 

To what extent the burocracy nay turn to such a policy of withdrawals depends 

on how it guages the situation, the essential point to be measured being the 
extent to which such withdrawals are considered by the ourocrscy to be a guar- 
antee oi a veriod of »veace. This in turn is linked with the factor of to.what 
extent the burocracy wants a period of peace. It has seen that a war witn the 
impericlists can result in a tremendous expansion of the oviet borders. The 
adventuristic international policy of’the burocracy ovens the Soviet Union to 
the menace of a new war. “itness Stalin's orazen machinations in Iran, ‘hich 
give the imperialists a powerful bargaining card with their masses for the ousy 
pose of turning them against the Soviet Union. If the burocracy loses its head 
and seeks a war with the imverialists, imagining that the outcone will be a 
repetition of that of the second intervention, it will find a war without any 
ditficulty. 


9. The fallacy of the conceot of "intervention against" the Soviet 
Union is that it victures the oresent-day role of the latter as a passive one. 
Not a ovriod of oreparation of "interveition against," but of war between is 
the correct concept of the present situation, war between a world power, the 
Soviet Union, and the inperialists, The formulation, “intervention azains <>! 
the Soviet Union, omits the understanding thet the Stalinist burocracy has em- 
barked on a policy of adventures against the capitalist powers. Stalin's 
machinations in Iran, his sz:izure of machinery in Germany, Roumania and ‘anch- 
uria, fall into the category of burocratic adventures against the imperislists. 
It is inpossible to forsee to what extents the burocracy will go in this policy 
of international adventures. But whilst we are talking of “intervention again- 
st" the Soviet Union, the future war between it and the imperislists may be the 
outcome of the burocracy's adventures against the imperia‘ists aimed at fight- 
ing the war on the soil of the capitalist countries. In 1918-1921 the inter- 
vention against - here correctly used — tue Soviet Repurlic could be fought on- 
ly on Soviet soil - (the brief campaign in Poland in 1920 is an excenotion Wallen 


canes 


has no bearing on tne basic situation) - tut wno is to say where the war betvem 
the present-day *oviet Union and the imverialists will be fought. The mechanical 
repetitioa of antiquated formes will leave us far behind the tines, sasping 
with amazement at the unexpected turn of events in the future, Let it be clear 
that the distinction drawn here between the concevi of "intervention against" 

and "wer vetween" does not flow fron any chanze in the DSasic contradiction 
between the Soviet Union and the imperialists, for this is a social-historical 
feature which transcends amp momentary factors, but entirely from the chanzed 
stratesical position of the Soviet ourocracy. 


10. The degree to which che imperialists on their cart are driven to- 
ward war with the Soviet Union is determined by the depth of the internationéel 
crisis in capitalism,a crisis enormously heig'tened by their recent defeat in 
the second intervention, To launch a new atiack in such a period of instability 
and crisis in the cavitalist world is extremely dangerous for the imperialists, 
but to allow tne Soviet Union a chermce to heal its wounds comoletely is 
equally, vernavs more, dangerous. The experience of 1921-1941 showed the 
capitalist world in a state of decline, with the Soviet Union a rising vover. 
The prospect of such a relationshin contiiming into an extended future period 
cannot be foced by the imperialists with a calm mind. The future can hold only 
a still more oowerful Soviet Union, even on a burocratized basis, and a canital- 
ist world increasingly rent asunder with internal contradictions. The inver- 
ialists are torn between tro choices:- (1) an attack in the near future, while 
capitclism still tremoles with the effects of the recent defeat in the second 
intervention, but while the Soviet Union has not yet passed into the state of the 
really vrodigious power available to it because of the nationalized economic 
basis; and (2) vostponement of the attack to a considerably later date when the 
Soviet Union will be the most formidable pover the vourzeoisie as a class ever 
faced, ‘nile tne cavitalist world, unable to excape its intemal contredictio..s, 
can ac ieve at best no more than a depressed, transitory "stability," a state 
of "equilibrium" founded on ever-intensified crisis. 


ll. The analysis of the conflict bettreen the Soviet Union and the 
imperi-lists must not be reduced to a guessing game whose purnose is to »redict 
more or less precisely when the future war between them will brea: out. To 
determine vith reasonable exactness when the war will exolode may be useful 
and may do us credit, but it is not a question of principle, and therefore not 
@ basic asvect of our tork, The analysis of the Soviet Union-imperialist con- 
tradiction, on the other hand, is a question of princivle because it involves 
basic fectors in class relations, facto.s which stand, far above the sniftin- 
and momentary tactical details which determine the exact tinue of the outbreak 
of the war. The intern tional coniradiction and the characterization of the 
present period of history flowin; from it remain in existen-e reg -rdless of 
any and all transitory and conjunctural factors. To attempt to set definite 
time linits within whicn the war must break out is, in the absence of a com- 
plete scbéntific analzsis of the economic, political, diolomatic and military 
factors involved, sneer guess-ork, I¢ it maintained that the war will occur 
in a year? Then it must be wroved with a complete scientific analysis of the 
economic, politigal, diplomatic and military factors involved why it must be 
in a year, and not in a year and six months, or tvo years or five years. If 
the guess of a year should tu:n out to be correct, it is still only guess-work 
parading as Marxian science. In actualjty, the informatoon necessary for set- 
tin: the time limit on the basis of a complete scientific analysis of the econ- 
omic, political, diszlomatic and military factors involved is not available, and 
such an analysis has never been made. ‘o1eove:, the unforseen, unpredictable 
factors often play the most important role. A mass uoheaval in Europe or Asia 
may mate another war cetveen the imperialists and the Sovist Union foreve: im- 
possible for the revson that both the imperialists and Stalinism may be destroy- 
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ed in tne final outcome, The outbreai of a civil war in Italy or France ma; 
postpone the war for a considerable time, ultimately perhaps forever. Even the 
threat of a mass uv heaval or civil war can comoel the imperialists to vostoone 
their war plans. On the other hand, a relatively rapid vlunge i:ito a var 
agains t tue Soviet Union may oe the only possible outlet for the imperialists 
from the very features of crisis which hinder such an attacx and warn against 
attempting it. Such self-contradictious are the very essence of coujiktedli ens 
We leave the effort to guess the vrecise moment of the next war's outbreax to 
ee mo mistake guess-work for Marxian analysis, If the champions of the 

ne year" guess insist on bickering with the champions of the "two year" guess 
they will only divert us from our work. And those who insist on making a dif- 
ference of ovinion as to the time limit of the outbreak of the next war the 


basis of a political platform and a prolonged discussion will also paralyze 
our vorx, ; 


ionae teas ewe be Bee adventures, the present-day policy of the Stalinist 
I ed from 1939 to the vresent alonz several lines. In 1939 
prior to the outvreak of the second intervention, the seizure of eastern Poland, 
the Baltics, Bessarabia, and ar-es in Finland were for the most part devensive 
me: sures against the intervention which was close ahead. The oredatory appet- 
tites of the burocracy only began to form at thit time, and grew out of a ait- 
uatiou wnere for the mament the sqizure of those territories could not be pre- 
vented oy the imverialists. The occupation of eastern Eurove by Stalin's Army 
startin: in the Spring of 1944 was an adjunct of his military campaign against 
the Nazi Army. Here the first aim was purely military, with predatory territor - 
ial and economic aims emerging subsequently. The occupation of territories in 
the Orient falls into several categories. The imperialists, compelled by the 
defeat ot the Nazi Army in the Soviet Union to bring the sham war among them- 
selves to a close, were forced to engineer the "defeat" of Japan. In this con- 
text, they could on no pretext refuse to have returned to "ally" Stalin certain 
territories of the former Tsarist empire, such as southern Saknelin and the 
Kurile Islands, which had come into Japanese vossession. Stalin's occupation 
of Manchuria floved from the obviously necessary tactic of bringing the "Sec- 
ond Yorlc. Wart to a plausible conclusion on a world-wide scale with the part- 
icipation of all "allies," the specifically unilateral feature of Stelin's 
Manchurian adventure being determined by his easy and unpreventavle access to 
that territory. The joint occupation of “orea, like the joint occupation of 
Germamy, represents a compromise forced on the imperialists by Stalin's ad- 
vantageous position resulting from his viatory over the imperialist intervent- 
ion. In all cases, the Stzlinist burocracy and the imperialists were in com- 
plete agreement on a policy of effecting the liquidation of the German and 
Javanese fascist regimes with the masses held in subjection, The ex.ansion 

of the Soviet Union was therefore accompanied by an increased political disor- 
jentation of the world masses. While this latter factor strengthens the Stal- 
inist burocracy, it also strenzthens the imperialists. The American and Brit- 
ish iupericlists could occupy Italy, France, Belgium, Holland, Germany and Jap- 
an and oreserve the cavitalist power which by the logic of all events flowin: 
from the defeat of the Nazi Army in the Soviet Union vas ripe for overthrow. 
Onl; the treachery of Stalinisn, which bound the masses to the imperielists, 
made this imperialist coup possible. Stalinism therefore made possible the out- 
breaix of a new war between the Soviet, Union and the imperialists, Stalin's 
te-ritorial adventuves are a form of undermining tne Soviet Union, this under- 
standing being a question of princivole vecause it involves basic class tacvors 
in the problem of the defense of the Soviet Union, 


13. Before and during the second intervention, we shared the conmon 
error of believing that the rapid defeat of the Soviet Union by the Nezi Army 
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was a forezone conclusion. This error grew out of a woeful underestimation of 
the econonie and military vover of the burocratized Soviet Union coupled wita 
a lac.c of appreciatim of the significance of the extremely limited form in 
which the intervention occurred, namely, the direct varticipation of only a 
sinzle major 2over, Nazi Germany. Nobody can forsee the form in which the 
future war between the Soviet Union and the imperialists will unfold. The im- 
perialists may be faeed again with limitations, this time arising out of diifer- 
ent factors, i.e., the defeat of the Nazi Army and the intense world crisis 

of the capitalist system resulting therefrom. In the second intervention, 
such major powers as France, England, the United States and Japan could not 
particinate directly for the reasons we hawe set forth many times in the past. 
In the future war between the Soviet Union and the imperialists, it cannot ve 
foretold what major capitalist nations will be mobilized for direct pa ticipat- 
ion. If these zations are limited to the United States alone, or to the United 
States plus a Britain in a gevere crisis, the outcome remains to be seen i: 50 
far as "vho will win" is concerned. It is high time we left behind us tne 
shortsigntedness of declaring in advance categorically that in this or that 
specizic war, the victory of the imperilelist powers ofer the Boviet Union is 
guaranteed. The defeat of the Soviet Union is one possible outcone of tk 

next var with the imperialists. The defeat of the iaperialists is anoth-r, 
But in the latter event, the course of history will not stop at that. “he 
military occusation of all the major capitslist countries by the Stalinist 
buroc.acy is a sneer fantasy. The defeat of the capitalists in another var 
with the Soviet Union, in the absence of a victorious world vroletaraan revol-— 
ution, will most likely mean a thiv~d outcone, that unbrea.zable impasse im the 
struggle between classes which results in the destruction of a whole society. 
If Stolinism retains its szriy on the oroleteriat, resulting in an unbreataole 
imoasse between the vrolet riat and the bourgeoisie, botn the Soviet Union and 
the caoitalist world will go down in the general destructio of society. The 
two interventions already com sleted have brought the impasse closer to its 
final disastrovs resolution. Society cannot pass through a whole series of 
such devastating shocks without arriving at either the socialist sotution or 
destruction. nis is the cresent historical either-or flowing from tne basic 
international contradiction between the imperialists and the burocratized 
Soviet Union. 


J. OS Bin ter 
Maren 23, S45 


eo OR Ok OH OK Ok Ok Ok OK Ok OK KR KO 


THESIS ON THE INTERNATIONAL SITUATION 


The Failure of the Second Intervention in Russia 

By manipulating the partition of Poland between Hitler and Stal- 
in and by ordering Finland to resist Stalin's demands, the imperialists 
created a hostile atmosphere toward the Soviet Union. On the basis of 
that change of sentiment they scored a number of advantages, among them 
the handicapping of Stalin by withholding materials he needed in prepa- 
rations to meet the Nazi attack, On the other hand, everything was done 
by them to insure the equipment of the Nazi army. On doth sides all the 
economic forces were harnessed for the impending conflict. 


Prepared and informed though he was, Stalin was unable to pre- 
vent the Nazi avalanche from rolling deep into the Soviet Union. With 
Stalin's army carrying out the scorshed-earth policy, blowing up the 
great Dnieprostroy works and destroying other values, and with the Na— 
zi army following a similar policy only with a thousand-fold greater 
fury, European Russia was being transformed into a staggering heap of 
wreckage. 


However, the expectations of the imperialists that with one 
swift blow Stalin's army and all important defence barriers would be 
shattered did not materialize. Although a large portion of Stalin's ar- 
my was overpowered and wiped out mdmany strong fortresses were conquer~ 
ed, for which achievements the Nazi army paid a heavy price in lives 
and in huge expenditure of materiel, new Soviet armies sprang up to meet 
the Nazis and more formidalbe obstacles impeded their progress. 


The first campaign, which the imperialists erroneously expected 
to be also the final, lasted from June 22 to November 28, 1941, a few 
days after the Nazis breached the defences of Rostov. In the early 
days of the invasion the Nazis had made a sweep of 350 miles in less 
than three weeks, passing through the Stalin line ox the Dnieper and : 
beyond. Now, over a thousand miles inside Russia, much of their energy 
and resources had been spent and they met @ steadied Russian resistancde 
Their advance halted. 


A contributing factor in bringing the Nazi attempt to an en- 
forced pause was the virtually complete chaos in the rear of their army, 
while in the back of Stalin's forces there was an undisturbed system of 
communications, a growing improvement in the organization and mobiliza~ 
tion of what means were left to assemble for repelling the monstrous 
onslaught. 


On December 6, 1941 Stalin's army assumed the offensive, captur—- 
ing Kalinin on the 16, and in January it captured Mozhaisk and other 
lesser centers, It was during those winter months of 1941-42 that 
strong doubt arose among the leading strategists and helmsmen in the 
imperialist camp. However, the doubters were not in a majority and 
another trial was decided upon. After intense preparations a huge Nazi 
force was concentrated in the South, the imperialist plan being to cut 
the arteries connecting the Soviet armies with the oil fields, to carry 
the panzer divisions across the Volga and run a ring of steel and fire 
around Moscow from the rear. 


The Nazis opened a terrific drive and Stalin's army again gave 
way. Early in July 1942 the Nazis reached the Don River on a broad from, 
and piercing the Soviet lines struck South and East, toward the oil 
fields in the Caucasus and the Volga, while Stalin's forces sought to 
relieve the heavy pressure by 4 series of counter-attacks in the North 
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and im the Don area. On August 25 the Nazi army fought its way into 
the environs of Stalingrad and on the 3rd: of September they broke 
through into the city proper. 


The titanic Battle of Stalingrad lasted almost a half year 
(August 22, 1942-February 2, 1943), with both armies locked in the 
deadliest, most stubborn combat in history, Almost every building in 
the city was transformed into a pile of blazing ruins which were alter— 
nately conquered and lost by the attackers and defenders, Gradually 
the Nazi army was surrounded and cut off from the main forces, On Feb= 
ruery 2, 1943 the Nazis in Stalingrad surrendered, 


Even before the battle entered the last stages, the imperial- 
ists, who watthed the struggle keenly, Imew that Stalingrad was the 
final test to settle the question among themselves as to the inability 
of the Nazi war machine to accomplish the assigned task. The foremost 
leaders of the imperialist camp held interminable secret consultations 
to decide on a new policy in accord with the changed circumstances re=— 
garding their life-and-death problem of stabilizing the capitalist sys-— 
tem through the elimination of the anti-Capitalist form of property in 
the Soviet Union. 


THE UNDERGROUND 


The violent impact of the Nazi entry into France, the Balkans rt 
and other territories stunned the European masses. The proletarian van- 
guard was blasted to rubble, thousands of workers were wiped out, other 
thousands sent to a slow death in concentration camps. Two and a half 
million French workers were kept in Germany as prisoners of war and 
also forced laborers (Anthony Eden, in House of Commons, Nov. 1944). 
Despair mingling with bewilderment lasted for months. And the crashing 
effect of the Nazi sweep into Russia, with the Red Army, whose impressive 
dress parades past the Lenin mausoleum caused many peadple to believe 
that its strength was unsurpassed, unable in the first weeks to hold 
back the Nazi war engine, only added to the discouragement. 


However, already in 1940 some individuals, workers and intel~ 
lectuals, in various occupied territories carried out isolated terror— 
ist acts against the Nazis and their local collaborators. In 1941 
their method of resistance, coupled with sabotage in’shops and factories, 
became widespread. The attempt to disrupt some railway lines in France, 
the stabbing of a Nazi officer in a Paris subway, the shooting of a a. 
Gestapo agent near the Nazi headquarters by youths on bycicles (August 
1941), the killing of gu@rrilas of over a hundred soldiers and officers 
of the pro-Nazi government of Jugoslavia (Sept. 1941), a threatening 
mass revolt in Czéchoslovakia (Oct. 1941), the assassination of Holtz, 
the Commander of the Nazi garrison in Nantes, France, the killing of a 
Nazi military official in Bordeaugz, the assassination of Heydrich, 
Deputy—protector of Bohemia (May 1942) these and numerous other tangible 
expressions of sporadic and unorganized egpanding rebellion against Na- 
zi tyranny spoke of a rumbling vulcano the erruption of which the im- 
perialists had to prevent. Otherwise the Nazi war machine, ramming the 
defenses of the Soviet Union, would have been struck a damaging blow 
in the back, 


The most logical solution of the problem for the imperialists 
was to capture the European Underground and tie it sacurely to the 
"democratic" war machine. 
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De Gaullist, British and American officers were sent into 
France to establish counections with Underground groups and individuaas, 
mostly Stalinist and Socialist workers, also some patriotic Republicans 
and Monarchists. With technical proficiency and skill, and safety, 
they gfadually brought the vast movement, with the aid of the oppor- 
tunists, under a centralized bureaucratic cmtrol with threads leading 
to the "Allied" Command. That accomplished, the Allied Command began 
& cameign of arming the Underground from without. Weapons wre para~ 
chuted in various appointed place@, and the workers were kept in a 
state of military preparation. 


Toe shift confidence of the Underground from its own forces to 
the "democratic" war machine as the chief source of hope for delivery 
from Hitler, stirring "Commando" landings were carried out on the French 
coast. The largest of them, causing a great excitment among the mas- 
ses was the Dieppe Raid, August 19, 1942. Many French workers in the 
false belief that the "Allied" invasion had begun came out against the 
Nazis and were mercilessly slaughtere2 . The lesson learned, the mas— 
ses now waited for the "Allied" chiefs to give the signal before acting 
against the Nazis. 


The amazing tenacity, courage and toughness the Soviet soldiers 
displayed in the incredible inferno of Stalingrad, and finally — the 
victory, could not but find electrifying reper€ussions among the mas- 
ses in the occupied countries, particularly in France. But the imper~ 
ialist officers with the Stalinist and Socialist leaders collaborating, 
pursued the line of telling the inspired workers to be patient, not to 
endanger the movement, to await the D-day when in cooperation with the 
"Ailies" the Underground would rise like one man and destroy the hated 
Nazis and collaborationists, 


But if it was necessary for the imperialists to shackle the 
Underground in order to prevent the spontaneous release of the immengs 
revolutionary energy and to secure the Nazi rear prior and while the 
Wermacht was straining every nerve in the smoke-filled Stalingrad, 
how much greater became that neéessity when the imperialists began to 
dismantle and liquidate the slam war, which involved the withdrawal of 
the Nazi forces from the occupied territories, the removal of the Nazi 
regime itself} 


The difficulty of cmtrolling the Underground could only grad- 
ually be surmounted. Meanwhile the main reliance was placed upon the 
Gestapo. With the first step in the direction of liquidating the sham 
war, the elimination of the Vichy-Nazi forces from French North Africa, 
a@ wave of enthusiasm swept over the masses, particularly in the Unoc- 
cupied France among workers, and soldiers and sailors of the Vichy re— 
gime. Hitler moved swiftly to clamp dow on the danger, seized Tulon, 
scuttled the fleet and crushed the sailor resistance. Next he demobi- 
lized the Vichy French army and extended the Nazi occupation to the 
entire country. The effectiveness of the move impressed the underground 
and strengthened the feeling of dependability on the "Allies." 


TWO-AND-A-HALF YEARS OF NAZI RETREAT AFTER STALINGRAD 


To grasp the new development it is necessary to pose, among 
others, the question: What was the task the Nazi army was charged with 
now? Its previous undertaking was definite and precise. But that un~ 
dertaking hag been completely abandoned. The Soviet forces went through 
@ transformation. Resolutenmess and confidence and strength coursed 
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now tha ugh the ranks of the Red Army and the whole toiling population 
of the Soviet Union, New industry was rapidly rising in the Urals and 
beyond, producing chiefly for the front. Meantime, back of the Nazi 
lines, around the Nazi garrisons was swirling a daring guerilla move- 
ment, equipped by Stalin who could spare arms owing to the Lend-Lease. 
The movement necessitated a greater detailing of Nazi troops for police 
duty. At the same time the morale of the Nazi soldiers flagged. 


What mission was the Nazi war machine performing for the imperi- 
alists in the two-and-a-half years of withdrawal to Berlin? 


There were several problems connected with the new assignment 
to Hitler. Taught by the terrifying experiences of 1917, 1918 and 1919, 
the imperialists knew that in the devil's cauldron which was Europe, 
one of the danger features, @ menace which for many years presented & 
specially vexing problem to them was the German working class. There 
could be no doubt that with the Nazi regime removed, the moment's mad- 
ness of the Gernm@n proletariat would give way to a "madness" of a dif~ 
ferent sort, and with @ proper leadership, even if not of so high a 
standard as Lenin's in 1917, would imperil the capitalist domination 
of Europese This menace could not be disposed of in the same manner 
as the menace of the French working clésss4 The flower of the German 
proletariat was in the Nazi army which in its major portion was in Ruse 
sia, and in lesser parts distributed in the occupied territories from 
Norway to Crete. 


For the German workers there was reserved a special treatment 
to render them completely harmless for @ long time again. Hitler ws 
ordered to scrape the bottom of the mobilization barrel and force the 
remainder of the German proletariat into the army. The able-bodied 
German workers were replaced with twelve million foreign slaves who 
were bitterly reluctant and generally unskilled, and whose lebor in 
the munition industry was naturally far below the productivity and ef- 
ficiency leve, of the German worker, However, since the Nazi task was 
different from the one prior to Stalingrad, neither the quélity nor 
the quantity of minitions was of any moment. 


The ordeal inflicted on the German proletariat was somewhat 
Similar in certain aspects to the one to which the Loyalist Government 
subjected the workers during the Spanish Civil War, The first method 
consisted in the weird aerial annihilation of whole’ working class dis~ 
tricts of Berlin, Hamburg, Bremen, Munich, Leipzig, Cologne, the Ruhr, 
and other large and small proletarian centers. The capitelist industry 
wes left intact, but the working class families — wives, children and 
pérents of the mobilized workers — were stifled in the flame 4nd smoke 
c@usea by the terrific air bombings. In Hamburg, for instance, due to 
the consumption of oxygen by the solid sea of fire rising from burning 
blocks of buildings, over a hundred thousand lives were destroyed 
through suffocation, This crippling of the German proletariat did in~ 
terfere with production, but the imperialists were motivated by @ dif~ 
ferent policy from the one they staged in the Dunkerque dumping of wr 
materiels to the Nazis. 


The second method was mass destruction on the Russian front, 
in which situation both the Soviet and the German masses continued to 
vleed profusely — which was to the future advantage of thé the im- 
perialists, and & measure to weaken the Russian masses. 


The third, less gruesome method. applied primarily in the lat~ 
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Nex phase, consisted in turning over of jarge and lesser bodies of the un- 
iformed German workere to Stalin and the "demosratié" imperialists. tts, 
considerable "pockets" wore left behind the Rugsian lines in the Canchans, 
in the Crimea, In Latvia the whale Kurland Peninpula contained an aban- 
doned section of the Nazi army. great many of the soldfers were killed, 
the rest surrendered. “Islands of Resistance" wore left vy Hitler in Fast 
Prussia, in Poland and in dustria and Czechoslovakia, They really offered 
no effective resistance and were wiped out by Stalin. 


To balance those "pockets" in the East there were "pockets" in the 
Weet, helping to break into fragmonte the huge and dangerous mass of the 
German proletariat. There were 35 divastons in Italy, 15 divisione in 
Norway and Denmark, about 15 in the Baltans (New York Times, Feb. 7, 1945). 
About a hundred thoisand Nazi soldiers were kept in the French *pockets" 
on the Atlantic coast, some 60 thousand were interned in Spain, some div- 
isions were scattered in the Dodecanese, Aegean Islands, Rhodes, Crete 
the Channel Iglands. The great armed bulk of the German proletariat was 
successfully carved up and then disarmed pteeemeal by the imperialists 
and Stalin. 


Thais the requirements which she protracted withdrawal of the 
Nazi army, of necessity involving numereus delaying counter-offensives 
of a ro@r-guard nature, were several, The need to pulverize the German 
proletariat — that was achieved to the extent of killing 7,000,000 
soldiers and civilians aecording to Nazi figures. Next, to achieve a 
more thorough massacre of the Ryssian masses. And, no doubt of special 
importance, to shackle the French workers and rivet them, especially 
the most advanced sections contralled by the opportunists, to the French 
Committee of National Liberation, @ new imperialist trap formed in Africa 
fn 1944 for that specific aim, and attached to De Gaulle% Free French 
National Council, an arm of the "democratic® imperialist war machine. 


THE DISMANTLING QF THE SHAM WAR 


When the "Allied" soldiers set foot on the European oontinent, in 
Italy, on September 3, 1943, there was a wave of tense expectation among 
the masses of the occupied countries, particularly in Franec. Italy, 
to prevent an explosion, was quickly put under the Naai control, and the 
drawn-out farce to ®Spush the Nazis out of Italy" commenced. The object 
of the dilatory gare was to gain the necessary time for canpleting the 
urgent tasks in Fyr&nce and Russia, 


After creeping for nine months up the Italfan Poninsula the ®demo- 
cratic” armies reached Rome. Three days later, on June 6, 1944, the "demo- 
cratic" imperialists? army landed on the Normandy ooast. 


The Underground wae by now well chained to the "Allied" imperial- 
4gts under the commnd of Gen, Pierre Koenig, officer on General Eisenhow- 
er's staff, It was attached to tho "democratic" eham operations “against” 
the Nazis. But the pen€@-ap feelings of the French masses had to be vented. 
So geveral weeke after the "Allies" vegan to race through France their 
dtrect agents in the Underground, assisted by the S alinist and Socialist 
bureaucrats, staged a few minor battles between the workers and Me Nazis. 
Things went off smoothly for the imperialist® and the sham war was gliecess - 
fully dismantled. 


PREPARING THE WHEREWITHAL 


Already at the end of 1942, during the Nazi defeat at Stalangrad, 
the production of arms in the United States alone surpassed that of Ger- 
many, Japan and Italy combined. The British munition production more 
than trebled as compared with former years, Gnd was expanding uninter- 
ruptedly. 


But the most amazing growth in the production of wer goods took 
place after the decision to remove the Nazi regime, in 1943, 1944 and 
1945. The two greatest imperialist powers accum lated mountains of 
planes, tanks, self-propelled artillery, anti-aircraft gund, and mil- 
lions of tons of merchant shipping - as well as enormous stores of food, 


Brand new navies consisting of thousands of veasels of 411 types 
were launched and seventeen million men went though.the most strenuous 
training. Above all the United States imperialists developed an infernal 
weapon, the atomic bomb, whose strength in recent months, according to 
reports, has been greatly increased. Militarily and economically the 
imperialists emerged from the attempt to destroy the Soviet Union many 
times stronger than the Soviet Union. In that respect THE BULLETIN of 
May-June 1945 was correct when it s@id: the “imperialists are favorably 
situatéd to attack Stalin's army because of their Huge military machine 
and vast untouched reserves." 


The blood-letting and devastation left by the imperialists in 
the Soviet Union defies description. According to the official organ of 
the Red Army, it would require more than @ hundred billion dollars for 
the restoration of the Ukraine (Red Star, May 1945), In his Feb. 9, 1946 
speech Stalin said that the fundamental task of the new Five~-Year-Plan 
consists in “restoring the pre-war level in industry and agriculture," 
Stalig hopes to achieve the production of 60,000,000 tons of steel a 
year. But the imperialists long ago surpassed this future goal of Stal- 
in's, Omitting the British Empire and Western Europe, American industry 
as far back as 1943 reached the figure of 88,000,000 tons of steel. The 
full capacity today is mich vaster. 


But if the imperialists have no problem in de far 4s material means 
is concerned, then what is their problem? The ideology of the masses 
without whose supvort @ war in general &nd 4 war against the Soviet Union 
is extremely risky, perhaps impossible. Last year THE BULLETIN stated: 
"There is a strong pro-Soviet Union sentiment among the masses within 
the ‘democracies’ forming an obstacle in the path of the imperialists 
which they will seek to overcome before attacking.” (May-June 1945) 


On wimt daste ean the tperta Viste overcome thet all-Important oby 
stacle? 


SETTING UP THE NEW CONTRIVANCE FOR SPRINGING THE THIRD ATTACK 


Sincd the October Revolution the imperialists, economically always 
more powerful than the Soviet Union, have been impeded by the difficulty 
of setting up approptiate ideological grounds for arousing the masvs 
agfinst the Soviet Union to & point of agreeing to a war for its extir- 
pation. The first intervention in 1918 was carried out under the deceit- 
ful slogan of restoring the Eastern Front against Germany. The slogan 
collapsed when Germany surrendered in November 1918, The second inter- 
vention (1941-1942) required 4 special setting of & sham wer among the 
imperialists, of filling the mind of the German proletariat with the 


=ib= 


poison of racial superiority, of rendering that poison effective through 
the pobicy of actually lifting the German working class above the miser- 
able status of millions of foreign slaves. Before the eyes of the Ger- 
man workers was rising as if by mgic a German World Emptre, astride the 
European Continent. Hitler achieved something no conqueror was able to 
accomplish -- the occupation of France, the Low Countries, Denmark, Nor- 
way, the Balkans, all in one swoop! 


And even then, the German masses marched not under the pure idea 
Against Communism but under the complex slogan: Against Jewish bankers 
and democratic capitalists and their ally Bolshevism led by Jews. 


The second int@rvention failed primarily because the imperialists 
were prevented by the special circumstances from pooling their man power 
énd their material steength in a united military action. And this ex- 
perience has shown them that only a combined strength of all imperialist 
powers can secure for them the long—sought triumph over the state form 
of economy established in October 1917. But the imperialists can never 
reveal to the masses tne real reason for their need to wine out that ec- 
onomy. If they were to say to the masses that a war must be waged against 
Russia be cause it is 2 "Communist State," they would find support only 
€@mong the sections of the ultra-reactionary petty-bourgeoisie, And to sit 
With folded €@rms @nd wish for a miracle would be tantamount to self-—de- 
struction. On the other hand, there is &@ very effective pretext, as the 
imperialists verified in their successful placing of the whole world on 
the war footing in treir pretended strug-le against Nazi Germany. 


It is the pretext of stopping @ brutal international aggressor and 
robber who threatens the security of nations and the fate of humanity 
that has served imperialism as 2 poverful rivet to fasten the mind of 
the masses to its policy, This pretext is very much alive today be- 
cause the imperialists do not let it cool off for an instant. Sucha 
paralyzing pretext the workers can hardly resist. 


The new policy of the imperialists with respect to Stalin followed 
the familiar pattern of "appeasment" to be succeeded by a reversal and 
accusation of aggression. Naturally the "apcreasement" was carried out 
in "friendly" talks with the Stalin geng which wasnot averse to accepting 
"concessions," "gifts" and "grants" from its "Allies." 


Among the first "grants," very obviously, was the change in the im- 
perialist policy on Lend-lease, Since, technically, it was not an out - 
right, unreserved voluntary contribution to an Ally fighting in the same 
cause but a "lend" anda "lease," Stalin, as indicated recently in the 
press, is obligated to repay the Lend-Lease after the lapse of a certain 
specified time, Stalin's refusal to meet the obligation, it is not dif- 
ficult to see, can but incense the "taxpayer" in America and the back- 
ward masses who see the matter in the light that Stalin succeeded because 
of the Lend-Lease. 


One of the signs that the imperialists have now reversed their orig- 
inal explan@tion for Lend-Leasd to Stalin is the fact that before VE-Day 
they actually spread the ee that Lend-Lease to Stalin was a con- 
triction to an Ally: "The ussian army in Berlin is the main benefit we 
derived from Lend-Lease. It is adequate." (Editorial, New York Times, 
April 24, 1945). 


But when they ovened their campaign of garnering the fmit of "appease- 
ment* the policy strikingly changed. Discussing the conditions forta 


-16- 


“loant te the Stakinist Polish government, the New York Times (April 26, 
1946) remarked that Lend-Lease to the Soviet Union "obligated that country 
in return for aid furmished" to fulfill certain committments of economic 
natura 


The long chain of "appeasement" acts was surrounded with an impene- 
trable veil of secret discussions with Stalin. On the surface it seemed 
just as in the game with Hitler before Septemter 1939, that the imperial- 
ists sought to put up resistance to Stalin's pressure on the question of 
Poland, of Jugoslavia, of Stalin's numerical representation in the UNO 
and other "issues." But they invariably "retreated," as they had done 
with Hitler when they were grooming him for the role of the insatiable 
ageressore 


The Yugoslav question was "solved* in Stalin's favor when Churchill 
officially repudiated Michailovich in Parliament and switched the British 
policy of support to Tito. Stalin's path into Yugoslavia was cleared in 
various ways. When the Allies occupied the Southern part of Italy, "The 
Soviet Air Force received a base in Italy to supply its mission with 
aa ecw Tito's Partisam forces in Yugoslavia." (New York Times, August 14, 
1945), 


In February 1945 Churchill repudiated the London Polish government. 
The Stalin Polish puppet government was not only recognized byt was elev- 
ated to the membership of the UNO. , 


But the meat of the "appeasement" was not the'trifles" like "Lend- 
Lease" but the various territories which the imperialists agreed that 
Stalin occypy not only for the "duration" but for a considerable period 
after the elimination of the Nazis. Stalin was let in on the "uncondit- 
ional surrender" proposition so he camld without any diplomatic obstruct- 
ions occupy half of Germany. They also included him into the Far Eastern 
"war," definitely as part of their new policy. For no visible reason on 
earth they invited him in their Yalta "chats" to "help" them to secure 
the "victory" over Japan and waw to it that "the huge, undefeated Japan- 
ese Army" as the New York Times described it on August 16 1945, offered 
no resistance to Stalin's entry into Manchuria and Korea. 


Stalin in Manchuria is resorting to the indirect tactic of using 
his "Communist" forces to establish a Chinese Stalinist puppet state. 
While withdrawing his soldiers in Russian uniforms, he is replacing them 
with his soldiers in Chinese "Communist" uniforms, thus retaining Manch- 
uria within his orbit of power, 


Over a year earlier before Stalin issued forth "to aid" the imprial- 
ists "defeat” Japan, conditions had been secretly worked out and accord- 
ing to reports signed in the Spring of 1944 for Stalin's occupation of 
the Balkans. A line of demarkation, however, was drawn between the Stalin- 
ontrolled Yugoslavia and British-controlled Greece, When Stalin evinced 
a design on Greece am through the medium of his Greek bureaucrats stret- 
ched his hand to that country, the British rapped him.on the fingers. 


Naturally, the "appeasement" features were recorded in documents 
drawn up and discussed and signed in secret in Moscow, Teheran, Yalta 
and Potsdam. The specific clauses and conaitions are still largely 
withheld from public eye but the essence is clear. Stalin obligated 
himself to respect the integrity of all the countries he entered, to 
guarantee a “free government, repsect the property, much of whieh was 
British, Mmerican and French capital invested in mining machinery and 
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industry. The. final point, unquestionably, Stalin placed his signature 
under the condition that at a certain specified date he would withdraw 
from 411 those territories which were not, by the consent of the imper- 
jalists, to be included in the U.S.S.R. A special pect for his with-~ 


Those who know imperialism as it was in 1914-1918, those who did 
not grasp the nature of Hitler's "seizures" of territories before and 
after 1939 are bewildered by the Kaleidoscopic passing of countries from 
one power to another. The idea that present-day imperialism, far more 
powerful militarily than the imperialism of decades ago, operates in its 
strategy to wipe out the proletarian fom of economy through the unique 
tactic of “handing over" territories now to Hitler, now to Hitler and 
Stalin, now to Stalin alone, seems to be a product of wild and unre- 
strained fancy. However, this idea, both in the case of the sham war 
and in the case of the post-Stalinzrad policy designed to transform 
the Soviet Union in the eyes of the masses fran a victim into a mon- 
ster of aggression, is a reflection of sharply visible authentic acts of 
the imperialists themselves, acts which integrate and add up to a un- 
ified whole. 


While imperialism'was bringing the miliary end of this process to 
a conclusion it looked as if it lived through an anxious moment. tor 
some reason Stalin stalled in his advance into Germany. Imperialism Was 
pressed for time. Whereas after Stalingrad imperialism required ample 
time to take hold of the Underground, now, after it had made an amazingly 
rapid sweep across France, it had to conclude the liquidation of the 
sham war, But for sort Yedon Stalin's army did not vuice, 


Six months went by since the landing in Normandy. The ‘iemocratic" 
armies were virtually stamping in one spot, moving by yarecs woward 6ol- : 
ogne which lay only a few miles away, What went on behind wineo scenes 
between them and Stalin is not clear but Stalin would not order the march 
on Berlin, and conducted operations only in the flanking areas. 


People were wondering why Eispsrhower wes not moving @head, It was 
being recalled that only @ few months e@rlier the Nazi garrisons in the 
most powerful fortresses in France were toppled like so many houses of 
cards, but now all progress stopped. The mystery was deepening. 


The imperialisfs seemed worried. "Js Stalin on @ sit-down strike?" 
was*the cry of the capitalist newspapers, radio speakers, even of met- 
eorologists who explained, from their field of observation, that the 
weather in the region from Fast Prussia down to the Carpathians was 
perfectly fit for a Russian offensive. Stalin's delay caused the imper- 
ia@lists to stretch their schedule and fill in the pause with a military 
side-show, while matters could be adjusted with Stalin. On the 17 of 
December 1944 the Nazi "blitzkrieg" artists suprdsedly took the "Allied 
commnders by surprise and "prdke'" through the lines on @ fifty mile 
front at the Belgian-Luxemburg border, Now the "Allied" Command was in- 
volved in a task of first eliminating the "Bulge" and only then take up 
the question of crossing the Rhine, The operation to eliminate the Bulge 
took some time, meanwhile things were straightened out behind the scenes 
with Stalin and both sides moved swiftly into the heart of Germany. 


The war between Stelin and imperialism -- the most devastating and 
costly war in all history -- Wag Overs In its long trek over the rav- 
aged expanse of the Ukraine and through the Baltic states, the Balkans 
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and Eastern Germany, the Red Army left an appalling wake of many millims 
of corpses, not onhy of the Nazi army but also of its own men, Tens of 
millions of workers families remained homeless, resources were depleted, 
the whole Soviet population almost to the point of nemvous exhaustio we 
for no people 6m earth had gome through such a fiery ordeal as the tole = 
ing masses of the Soviet Union. 


e.. 
On the othar hand the "democratic" imperialist war machine reached 
the peak of strength and fitness. Its,immense industrial fabric was rol1- 
ing out military equipment at record pace and in record quantities, More- 
over, imperialism now possessed a weapon of infernal power -- the atomic 
bomb, upon thé.development of which the American imperialists spent 2 bil- 
lion dollars. The force of that new weapon was demonstrated in the wiping 
out of the Japanese city of Hiroshima of 343,000 population with one siggle 
bomb on August 6, 1945, horrifying the masses of the whole world. ; 


And at this very moment the policy of imperialism revealed itself 
with extraordinary clearness. The imperialists turned over to Stalin 
what can be desvribei as the prize in the long list of "appeasement" 
pieces, 


Manchnria is one of the richest territories on the globe. It is. 
the wealthiest, most industridlized part of China, as a matter of fact 
of the Far East as a whobe. Its population exceeds that of France, in 
size it is nearly equal to the combined area of Austria, Huggary, Bul- ~ 
garia, Yugoslavia, Czechoslovakia, Rumania, Lithuania, Latvia, Esthonia 
and Poland, Stalin's "war" to enter thataland (August 8, 1945) lasted 
a few days, after which the Japanese officially called off the entiré 
affair, (August 16, 1945), Stalin came into possession of industrial 
plants, ware houses, railroad equipment and war materials turned over to 
him by the "defeated":Japanese army. 


But even more viyid became the "give-and-take" game the imperial - 
ists and Stalin were playing’ when it was scen that the stories abou ; 
Roosevelt agreeing to give Stalin the thirty six highly strategic Kuriie 
Islands were no fabrications, Stalin actually moved into the Kuriles 
and, according to reports, promptly proceeded to fortify them to seal 
the entrance to the Sea of Okhotsk, With Stalin's occupation of the Is- 
land of Sakhalin and Northern Korea the circle of terrdtarial "appease- 
ment" as far as the eye can see at this writing, was brought to completion. 


Stalin obviously had no lmowledge of the extent of the program.of 
‘appeasement. He welcomed any spot where the imperialists would lefe 
him boss around, even for a short while, in places he could never hope 
to hold, such as the Danish Island of BOREROAMe He sounded the ground 
about the possibility of his military control of the Dardanelles, his: 
trusteeship of Tripolitania, on establishing bases in the Dodecaneseao. 
and in Formosa, but the {mperialists did not respond. Seeing that the 
American and British imperialists went to the extent of what seemed as ij 
unrestrained, reckless extravagance in “lending" values to the amount-.; 
of almost twelve billion dollars, Stalin put in a request for a billion 
dollar loan to be used in the nes Five Year Plan. But his request vas 
"lost" in the State Department of Washington. He also tried to be’ let 
in on the secret of the atomic bomb, but his "advantage" had no waigh},., 
with them whatsoever, From these indicaticne, she “appeasoment" PYORT PM, 
at least for the moment, has been terminated, i 


With regard to Stalin's occupation of Balkan States the line of t 
imperialists is of special meaning, The Balkan peninsula was for decades 
& semi-colony of the British, Fronch and American imperialists. Yet, 
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when Stalin was still a great distance away from the Balkans, with his 
army heavily engaged in the battle against an immense Nazi force from 
the Arctic to the Black Sea, the British and “merican imperialists not 
only did not put up a diplomatic campaign against Stalin's occupation 
of Balkan territories, not only made no effort whatsoever to prevent 
that occupation, but did not even arrange for a joint occupation. 


This policy of agreeing that Stalin occupy the Balkan states without 
sharing the occupation with the imperialists is highly indicative. The 
withdrawal of the British military mission from the imperialist Yugo- 
slav stooge, Mikhailovitch, accomplished in the Spring cf 1944, only throws 
additional light upon the impetialist policy of involving Stalin itn the 
Balkan occupation. The withdrawal of the mission from Mikheilovitch was 
in effect a de facto recognition of Stalin‘s stooge “itz. At that time 
Stalin's army was wtill far away fram Yugoslavia, It reached the old 
borders of the Soviet Union only by July 1944, accorcias te a map published 
by the Intelligence Division of the U.S. War Departricnuts 


Soon, curiously enoyjgh, the imperialists gave the "Comminist" Tito, 
who did not hide his connections with Stalin, an official standing. Under 
the personal supervision of Churchill, conferences were ketd with Tite 
resulting in strengthening his hand against al? theinterna!l opposition 
to hts drawing Yugoslavia into Stalin's pupret-statas syst.m, 


"Plans for much closer coordination of military operations 
by Allied forces in Italy and the National Army cf Liberation 
in Jugoslavia were worked out at the recent conferences of 
Prime Minister Churchill, Gen. Sir Henry Maitiand Wi1r:en and 
himself, Marshal Tito said today." (New York V.mes, augd 25, 1944) 


Some people imagine that Stalin emerged from the wer sc wignty as to 
be in a position to wring concessions from the imperialists. This ifkusion 
is dispelled by the case of Greece. Here the imperialists resolved to 
keep Stalin's army out -- and it did stay outjalthough he had a Imge sup- 
porting force inside Greece, while his Russian troops were on the borders 
of that country. 


In Greece the British did not give support to the Greek Titos, be- 
cause that country is a vital foothdld for military operations in the 
Balkans, once the war against the Soviet Union commences. 


Had it been a question of Stalin's advantage over the imperialists, 
he could have easily pushed into Greece and face them with a fait accompli. 
Stalin tried to secure a hold on Greece only through his internal Greek 
forces, and he failed. The answer to the question why Stalin did not 
march into Greece and why the imperialists opposed the Greek Stalinists 
is outlined in the New York Times of December 10, 1944: 


"Russian troops could have been in Athens just as easily as 
the British, perhaps more easily. Amd one is justified in ask- 
ing why it is that British Tommiew are upholding Premier Georges 
Papandreous instead of the Red Army supporting the resistance 
movement in what Mr. Churchill sdid was a Red plot to seize 
power by force of arms. 

"The answer is that there was a deal made somewhere by which 
Europe was divided into spheres of influence," 


It is plaig that at the time the "deal" was made Stalin's Army was 
deeply involved against the Nazis, and the imperialists were not in any 
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way forced by Stalin to agree to his occupation of the Balkans.It was 
their policy, the understanding being that eventually the Balkans would 
be restored with complete freedom for the imperialists to enter them on 
a@ capitalist basis. The "deal" meant that the Balkans were a "No Man's 
Land" yet under Stalin's control -- for a certain period. "Greece, it 
seems, had been given to the British, but all the rest of the Balkans 
and Yugoslavia is a kind of diplomatic No Man's Land now under Russian 
influence." (Ibid.) 


Thus, instead of a "diplomatic deadlock" on the issue of the Balkans, 
which would signify a policy of not agreeing to an eccupation by Stalin's 
forces alone, there was an opposite policy, The imperialists facilitated 
the entrenchment of Tito's "Communist" rule making it easier for Stalin's 
army to carry out the occupation of the Balkans as a whole -- except for 
Greece. 


Even more striking is the imperialist policy in the Far East, spec- 
ifically in the case of Mancmria. The territory is indisputably Chinese. 
Since, as is widely known, the early Soviet regime had officially and ir- 
revocably renounced all the Tsarist territorial intrigues and encroachments 
in China and elsewhere, Stalin could not én any pretext ask that the 
Tsarist "rights" in Mancheria be restored for the Soviet Union. Ye& there 
is no manifestation of a "deadlock" between Stalin and the imperialists 
on the issue of Manchuria. Quite the contrary: there is a definite in- 
formation in the press, reiterated by Churchill, that there was an under- _ 
standing at Yalta for Stalin to establish himself in Manchuria on the bésis 
of restoration of Tsarist privileges. 


The most logical agreement among the "freedom-loving" "allies" would 
have been to have the Japanese army surrender to the official Chinese gov- 
ernment, as was the case in other Japanese-occupied parts of China. A 
still more plausible agreement would have been to set up & joint occupation 
of Manchuria by the imperialists, Stalin and Chiang Kai-shek. But evident- 
ly the imperialist line at Yalta was altogether different; neither they 
nor their puppet Chiang Kai-shek raised the question of joint occupation, 
or occupation by Chinese forces only. Chiang Kai-shek, naturally by in- 
struction from his masters, made a treaty with Stalin granting the old 
Tsarist privileges in Manchuria to the Soviet dictator, Stalin accepted. 
No doubt both sides understood that once Stalin occupied the territory he 
would by hook or crook seek to hold on to it. Stalin promised in the 
treaty to aid Chiang Kai-shek to establish the Kuomintang power in Man- 
churia. In reality Stalin worked to aid has own Chinese forces to make 
Manchuria another Stalinist puppsé state. 


To make this Manchuria case against Stalin doubly strong, the imper- 
1alists had Chiang Kai-shek sign a treaty also with the Chinese Stalinists, 
kYjowing full-well that both Stalin and his Chinese stooges never meant to 
allow Chiang~Kai-shek become master of Manchuria. In drawing up the 
treaties "binding" the Stalin gang to certain obligations to Chiang Kai- 
shek, the imperialists pretended they forgot how Stalin had broken his 
non-ageression pact with Poland, his pact with France, They maw that 
the very entry of Stalin into the Far Fast was predicated on his breaking 
the non-aggression agreement with Japan. Quite realistic about Stalin's 
Opportunist line of aggrandisement, they had expected him to violate or 
go around his pledges to Chiang Kai~shek; ond he did. They needed this 
violation by Stalin and his Chinese stooges to launch their preparatory 
campaign in building up a war psychology against the Soviet Union. Signs 
are multiplying leaving no doubt that the recent actions by Stalin and 
the Chinese Stalinists are being already used by the courgeoisie to that 


end. In an editorial, the New York Times of April 17, 1946 said re- 


garding the flare-up of fighting tetween the Stalinist Chinese forces 
and Chiang Kai-shek in Manchuria: 


"The new hostilities are especially dangerous because the Com- 
mMunists move in the wake of the Russian armies. The Russians them- 
Selves have at last agreed to leave Manchuria, two months late, 
but Chinese Communists reinfofced by ‘Union! Communists from Rug- 
sia and !White Russians! become Yoviet citizens, are nowready to 
take over as their successors. It is difficult to square this dev- 
elopment with either the letter or the spirit of the “usso-Chinese 
treaty, to which both the United States and Great Britain are in- 
direct parties through the Yalta agreement." 


CAN STALIN RELINQUISH THE FRUITS OF "APPEASEMENT" ? 


An honest leadership, as was Lenin's in the Brest-Litovsk negotiations 
crisis, would not hesitate, for the sake of saving the conquests of October, 
to give up to the imperialists large areas even of Russia proper. No 
crooked deals with the imperialists were invclved, no nesd existed to de- 
ceive the masses, no personal aggrandizement of a conscious renegade and 
tyrannous dictator was the central feature in the policy of the proletar- 
lan ‘tate. 


Unlike Napoleon, who built his power chiefly by means of territorial 
conquest, Stalin lifted himself within the old borders of the Soviet State, 
on the basis of a rising pyramid of bureaucratic centralization. After 
the bloody purges of 1936-38, Stalin reached the pinnacle of his personal 
power on the internal basis. His 1639 march beyond tho borders, however, 
the acquisition of half of Poland, which followed with the absorption of 
the Baltic States and Bessarabia, precipitously widened the circle of 
his power and authority. To the limited upward line now was added the ~~ 
"theoretically" unlimited horizontal, or "Napoleonic," line of extension 
of Stalin's dictator&al power. 


In 1941, when the Nazi war m@chine went through the Sowiet defenses 
like a fire through a parched meadow, encircled Leningrad and reached 
within a striking distance from Moscow and the Caucasus, Stalin's "pres- 
tige" was shaken as it had never been in fourteen years, since he man- 
euvered the Shanghai workers into a massacre by "comrade" Chiang Kai- 
shek, Stalin's "brilliant" "non-ageression" diplomacy with Hitler ap- 
peared to be a botchery if there evef was one, a deadly trap, And only 
owing to the terrific effort on the part of the Russian masses, not due 
to Stalin's "brilliant" generalship, that the tide was turned. 


Stalin's entering into Berlin was described to the Russian masses 
as a solely military achievement, and so was painted his "smashing" drive 
against the large Japanese army in Manchuria. His occupation of the 
Kuriles and Sakhalin were understood to be very adroit diplomatic triumphs. 


It goes without saying that Stalin had his own calculations in ac- 
cepting the "appeasement gifts" of the imperialists. He has learned a 
thing or two since he made a mess of his séamingly grand diplomatic struct- 
ure which was cracked open by imperialism in June 1941. Stalin mst have 
envisioned the termination of his dictatorship when the Nazi army crashed 
toward Leningrad and Moscow. It may bo taken for granted that in his 
deals with the imperialists Stalin has proceeded carefully, calculating 
each step. with utmost caution and building up a protective ideological 
siield against their future propaganda spearhead thrusts. Stalin's 


Ultimate aim, of course, is to include those states into the USSR. But 
he never entertained the silly notion that the moment he ehtered the 
Balkans or Poland or Manchuria he would automatically and immediately 
transform them into component segments of the Soviet Union. 4 realistic 
policy compels him to go through & masquerade of recognizing his own 
stooge governments in those states, at first establishing a system of 
puppet states militarily forming one huge network of fortifications with 
Moscow as the center. The dependence of those border states upon Stalin 
is being achieved through certain economic changes, distribution of land 
to the peasants, formation of an industrial bureaucracy through a partial 
nationalization of industry, the construction of the Stalinist Party not 
only as a political but also as an economic and military lever of control, 


Stalin's system of blockhouses on the periphery of the old borders of 
the Soviet Union does not at all require that every one of the forts be 
manned with Russian troops. 


In Yugoslavia, for instance, while "peace" lasts, he may have no need 
to garrison the country with divisions of the Red Army. Czechoslovakia 
is drawn into his orbit of blockhouses through the nationalization program 
and political-police cmtrol of the State. Stalin's Czech stooge, Prime 
Minister Fierlingey, redently declared: "We look to Russia for our sec- 
urity, admittedly, I don't think the United States or Britain is ready 
to offer us a treaty of alliance. But Russi@ has done so ad it will 
remain the basia of our foreign policy. That foreign policy will remin 
unchanged, whatever the outcome of our elections." (New York Times, 
March 11, 1946). 


With the Comintern's present developigg Left policy tied firmly and 
exclusively to his foreign policy, Stalin's bureamcrats work everywhere 
with feverish energy to extend and strengthen his blockhouse system and 
draw as many important and feasible territorial elements into Stalin's 
orbit before the storm breaks. Thus, the Yugoslav Stalinist section de- 
mands Trieste; the Italiam Stalin bureaucrats are in favor of ceding 
Trieste to Yugoslavia. In Iran local "uprisings" are staged to attach 
certain provinces to Stalin's puppet system. The same is being organ- 
ized in Kurdistan. In Germany Stalin is seeking to eliminate the Social 
Democracy, a tool of imperialism, and "merge" it with his own German 
Comintérn section. Wilhelm Pieck is reported to have said: 


"®8The new party desires to create such conditions that the oc- 
cupation will not be necessary. ® 

"This sentiment dovetails with the promise Marshal Georgi 
K. Zhukov, Soviet commander in Germany, is reported to have made 
to éocial Democratic leaders who support the fusion. It was to 
the effect that if the merger succeeded conditions would be favor- 
able for a withdrawal of all but a handful of Russian troops," 
(New York Times, March 20, 1946) 


A naive person who has no stable grasp of the ftexibility of power 
pobitics, who fails to observe that the world is changing after a certain 
definite fashion is always apt to evince excessive zeal in rejecting an 
idea which on the surface appears as a product of fancy and in strength- 
ening this surface impression by squeezing that idea into an unrealistic, 
rigid and ludricrously narrow frame. As he “grasps't the idea, it means 
that Stalin mist hold on to every inch of ground of occupied territories 
whether this or that village or section can be of value to him in his 
system of border states-forts or not. Such a person does not penetrate 
to the substance of the idea, that the question involves the basic 
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territories of positize military importance. 


If under the pressure of a mere verbal drive Stalin turned over all 
the highly strategic puppet territories back to the imperialists -- the 
list is long; mmong those territories mst be counted also Poland and 
the Baltic States which have not been recognized by the imperialists in 
& final form as component parts of the USSR -- his power would automatic- 
ally shrink not only horizontally, but what would be infinitely worse for 
him,also vertically. His "prestige," which, as has been pointed out, was 
badly shaken when Hitler was overrunning the Soviet Union, and all the 
bureaucratic talk about the invincible Red Army and the impregnable de- 
fenses was revealed to be worse than empty bombast, proved to be chloro- 
form for the Russian masses, would begin to totter. The Russian masses 
would realize that Stalin's new "diplomatic achievements" were hollow 
bioff, similar in their counterfeit nature to all his previous "diplomatic 
victories" beginning with the widely-acclaimed "friendship" with Turkey 
and ending with the no-less acclaimed "non-aggression pact" with Hitler, 


Stalin's security of power is attached now, to a large extent, and 
has been so since he moved across the border in 1939 and later attacked 
Finland, to the horizontal plane. 


For him there is only one course -+ to push skilfuliy ahead, If 
@ne wished to understand what would happen if Stalin affandoned the whole 
system of puppet-border-forts, let one visualize Navoleon véluntarily 
relinquishing all his territorial seizures and retiring within the shell 
of France, 


There are certain fundamental differences between the "conquests" 
of Stalin and the actual conquests of Napoleon. The French Dictator 
stood as supreme master over his puvpet states because he conquered them 
in a struggle against their former rulers and against the chief world 
power, England, Stalin, m the other hand, came into possession of the 
territories through the unique method of agreement with ths very imper- 
jalists seeking to destroy the Soviet Union. He gathsred imperialist- 
owned territories with the consent of their powerfui owners, and the con- 
sent was given him when he was locked in with a huge Nazi army still on 
the Soviet soil. 


Two "minor points of difference. Napoleon was blockaded by the 
British imperialists who gave every encouragement to the continental 
peoples to break his military grip. Stalin was not oniy not Dicckaded, 
as he actually had been before June 1941, but was given movnta:ns of 
supplies, and the puppet states were ordered to join his nilitary forces, 
while in the Far East a huge Japanese imperialist army did nothing to 
resist him, The Russian masses do not know the true character of Stalin's 
"conquests," but that character would become revealed at once if he 
withdrew at the mere sound of the “"anti-aggression" speeches of Churchill. 


There is one more important difference. Although Napoleon's fortune 
rested on territorial expansion, @ strong prop te ade power inside France 
was the transfSrmation of the internal conditions * his regime. “he 
peasantry prospered, the bourgeoisie grew rich and the proletariat obtained 
higher wages in a country never touched by invasion 4s long as his star 
wag in the zenith. Stalin, on the other hand, brought right into the 
territory of the Soviet Union che most terrible war in history. The de- 
cline of his "prestige" would be tantamount to the decline of his powers 


The question of his personal power is paramount with Stalin, He has 
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no chthice but to follow the opposite road from the one an honest leader- 
ship would take, His line could have been no other than to také advantage 
of the "goodness" of the imperialists, who not only did not object but 

who freely opened the gates for him even to such rich imperialist possess- 
ions as Manchuria, a territory completely out of t-. suhere of the ®oviet- 
Nazi war. 


As exverténce has show, Stalin bases his defense on the biood and 
muscle of tle rasses and material rescurces. Hs is carting away machinery 
and equipment inte the interior to oretect them fram the ¢eaning air raids. 
He is organizing support for himself in the Belxans and ¥veu in Germany. 
He knows it will take the imperialists some time ty develep their ideol- 
ogical campaign which they are revolving around his occupations. 


Knowing full-well why the imperialists were falling a1l over them- 
selves to "pleage him, Stalin has no iliusions about the inevitability 
of a new at’ack, In connection with his experience in 1941, when he 
chloroformed the Soviet masses and his army into a sense of faise sedurity 
by lying that Witler's bayonets were turned to the West, Stalin now seeks 
to prevent the pai'alysis of the army by indicating openly that a war 
with imperialism is impending, 


Stalin lmows that military action will be prededed by a diplomatic 
war around the "interpretations" of Teheran, Moscow, Yaita, and Potsdam, 
the Sino-Sovict Pact and other documents. He !mows the aim is to emvelop~ 
the British and American population with an atmosphere which will induce 
the masses to pass from mere prognostication ‘We are going to have a war 
with Russia," to a positive and direct "We must fight Russia." Stalin 
has prepared « million "interpretations," "explanations" and “emposures" 
up his sleeve, and he widl play them in accordance with the movement of 
the diplomatic pieces on the international chess-board, 


SBALIN'S COMTINERN POLICY 


With the Nazi invasion of the Soviet Union in June 1941 Stalin pee: 
the “omintern line fully and exclusively to his foreign policy. The line of © 
Comintern during the way years was of the ultra~Rightist character, But al- 
feady at the end af 1943 Stalin realized that the Nazi forpe would be elimin- 
ated and he would confront the "democratic" imperialists ag the potential 
military adversaries, Since it would be impossible for the Yomintern to 
carry on a Rightist line in the event of war with "democratic" imperialists, 
Stalin's forthcoming change in his forejgn policy necessitated a correspond- 
ing alteration in the line of the Yomintern, In consequence, Stalin eayly 

in 1944 secretly laid dow the basts for the eventual shift af the Comintern 
line to the Left (the Foster letter). 


The first sign of the change became visible in 1945 in the Duclos art- 
icle which was a maneuver for the removal of Browder and the reestablishment 
of the "Commnist Party" in the United States, The further uniolding of 
the heft sigzag will bé closely connected with the unfolding of the dip- 
lomatic war between Stalin and the "democratio" imperlalists, 


Gearge Marlen 
Artmr Burke 
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THE WORK OF CANNON AND SHACHTMAN 
IN THE TRADE UNIONS 


PART IV — THE TROTSKYITES IN THE U.a.W. 


———_ i 


For years the auto workers suffered under the most brutal speed~ 
up system in American capitalisuw. The intense explcitation of the work~ 
ers and the high concentration and integration cf the inéustry created 


&® natural field for Wnion organization, 


Because the unions were wnder the contrel cf the lator fakers, 
the auto field was infested with all sorts of eroertunisi sawindlers 
seeking to capitalize on the militant aspirations of the auto workers. 
Besides the A, F. of L. gang there were the Stalinis’ tareavcrets and 
a host of "independent" careerists of the type of Homer Nartin aad Rich 
ard Frankensteen, all sniffing around for some trade union offices. 


Through the notorious Auto Board Settlement in 1934, the A.F. of 
L. gang prevented a nation-wide auto struggle. At the same time this 
betrayal marked the swan song of the A.F. of L. in the auto field. At 
the Second Convention of the U.A. W. in May 1936 the openly pro-Green 
leadership was thrown out. The new leadership, representing the anti- 
Green forces, was manipulated by a Stalinist-Socialist pro-C.I.0. bloc 
which utilized the anti-Green sentiments of the auto workers for their 
own opportunist purposes. The candidate of the Stalinist-Socialist bloc 
was a former priest, Homer Martin, wh very practically riveted his 
sights on a real piecard in the U.A.W. and left the imaginary pie in 
the sky to his duped followers. The Stalinist stooges, Wells, Mortimer, | 
and Hall were given vice-presidencies and Addes handed the post of 
secretary~treasurer. The whole concern of these careerists was the 
business of grabbing up the big jobs. After the posts had been neat 
ly distributed to the satisfaction of the Stalinist bureaucrats, they 
pushed through their program. To the Stalinist resolutions, Martin 
added an amendment calling for support to Roosevelt. On this openly 
clags-collaborationist note the Second Convention adjourned. 


The line of the Trotskyites toward this Second Convention of 
the U.A.W, was one of “critical support" to the sham progressives, 
The Stalihist-Socialist-Homer Martin bloc was labelled by the Trotsky- 
ites "this essentially progressive bloc.” (New Militant, May 9, 1936) 
The program of the Stalinist-led "progressives," it was said, "lacks 
much in content in so far as accurate analysis is concerned,” (Ibjd,) 
That the main concern of the progressives ws the seizing of the big 
jobs in the union was clearly understood by the Trotskyites? 


"So strong was the desire of many delegates including the 
progressives to obtain offices that instead of fight ing out 
differences on basic issues and then electing men on their 
stand, it was decided by the steering committee that election 
of officers should come first." (Ibid.) 


The Trotskyites'! "advice" to the workers was that only the 
test of the class struggle could prove the calibre of the new leader- 
ship! "Only the test of a class struggle will show clearly where 
each stands." (Ibid.) This latter "advice was a line of paralyzing 
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the workers in the U.A.W, with false hopes. Marxism evaluates any 
leadership in terms of its political line. It does not have to wait 
for the class struggle to present the workers with a finished betray-— 
al in order to make possible the evaluation of an opportunist leader~ 
ship. The task of Marxists is to fight against and prevent such be~ 
trayals. The line of the Stalinbst-led bloc in the U.A.W. was quite 
well Imow to the Trotskyite leaders whose "advice" to the workers to 
watch for the results of some future test left the workers disarmed 
victims of the "progressives." 


Up to the end of 1937, the Trotskyites were roosting inside 
the Socialist Party. Toward the latter part of the "French Turn" 
period in the Socialist Party, the Trotskyites, preparing to split out, 
published their own organ, the Socialist Appeal. In the issue of 
October 2, 1937, they gave an account of the Third Convention (August 
1937) of the U.A.W. and showed what the class struggle test had reveal~ 
ed about Homer Martin in the period since the Second Convention. While 
the Trotskyites were buried in the Socialist Party, Martin and the 
Sta linists had a falling out, as thieves inevitably will in the labor 
movement, On the policy of sell-outs Martin did not at all differ 
with the Stalinists. The cleavage was on the important matter of con- 
trol of the union. Using the power of appointment for his own conniv— 
ing purposes, Martin gathered up all the discontented careerist job- 
hunters opposed to the Stalinists and built up a powerful bureaucratic 
machine of his own: 


"Martin set to work, Using the power of appointment, he 
gathered all the job hunters, all the opportunists in the 
union. With ample resources in the treasury, he sent his 
organizers up and down the countryside in a vicious red~ 
baiting campaign to throw fear and confusion into the hearts 
of the union membership. 

"Industrialists and the capitalist press were informed that 
henceforth 'Commnists! would be expelled, unauthorized 
strikes would be tolerated no long@r." (Socialist Appeal, 
October 2, 1937) 


The sell-outs now put over by the Martin crew were &ccompanied 
by & campaign of unremitting red—-baiting. As usual in such campaigns 
the most deadly poison was the fiction which identified counter-revolu~ 
tionary Stalinism with revolutionary Marxism, Martin's red—baiting 
gave the Stalinists a revolutionary appearance and only added to their 
prestige &s seeming opponents of Martin's sell-out policies. Drawing 
& balance sheet of eighteen months of Martin's rule, the Trotsky clique 
was compelled to acknowledge that the Martin leadership which it 
had painted as progressive really had behaved in a most reactionary 
fashions 


"In eighteen brief months, this truly progressive leadership 
has become &@ furiously reactionary, red-baiting clique, whose 
only thought is the perpetuation of {ts own existance and 
position.” (Ibid.) 


The conclusion was quite logically pointed out? 


"The leadership has becom a hindrance and an obstacle to 
the further progress of the organization." (Ibid.) 


Sy yee 


Of course, the truth was that the Martin gang was never, at any 
time, by any stretch of the imagination, a "truly progressive leader- 
ship." The talk about the Martin gang being at one time a truly pro- 
gressive leadership was just an attempt to explain away the original 
Trotskyite supprt to him, Martin was simply another "labor" sky-pilot 
gathering easy pickings in the union movement which he found to be a 
profitable business. By the end of 1937, the Cannon-Shachtman leader— 


Ship was cursing Martin as a rotten strikebreaker Socialist App 
December 18, 1937) : se 


In January 1938 when the Trotsky leaders formed their Socialist 
Workers Party they continued to lambast Martin. Also among the targets 
of Trotskyite criticism were the nefarious Lovestoneites, now defunct, 
but then one of the groups of fortune~seekers in the U.A.W. The Love= 
stone gang, formerly the leadership of the American C.P., received the 
boot from Stalin in 1929 during one of the phases of Stalinist central- 
ization. Remaining merchants of Stalinism, the Lovestone crew copy- 
righted a trade mark of its own and continued to do business in the same 
Stalinist manner as before, although it now sweetened its Stalinist 
merchandise with an "anti-Stalinist" coating, Smelling a fair bargain 
in the U.4,W, the Lovestoneites eagerly peddled their political wares 
to Homer Martin, the top dog of the union. Martin spotted a good bar~ 
gain and snapped up the Lovestoneites! proposition, trading them some 
advisory duties in exchange for their support. In his clique war against 
the Stalinists Martin needed some competent advisers to handle the 
more complex political problems for him, The Lovestoneites now ventur~ 
ed forth as salesmen for Martin, ballyhooing their new product before 
the auto workers as a "progressive" who should be supported against his 
Stalinist rivals. The Trotsky leaderg attacked this idea? 


"Actually, Homer Martin's program in its trade union aspect 
differs not in the least from that of the unprincipled Stalin- 
ist ues opposing him." (Socialist Appeal, February 5, 1938, 
pe i 


Cannon and Shachtman took particular pride in their seeming 
struggle against both the Martin and Stalinist gangs and made sure that 
their followers had an adequate appreciation of their rigid adherence 
to principles’ 


"We hold no brief for Homer Martin, or his water-boys, the 
Lovestoneites, or his reactionary allies. We have been his 
most vigorous opponents and the most consistent champions 
of the rights of the rank-and-file. We have conducted this 
struggle while the opportunists were trying to patch up any 
kind of peace with him." (Socialist Appeal, April 2, 1938,) 


The pages of the Trotskyite press were full of stories aoout 
the extraordinary opportunity to conduct wide revolutionary mass works 
The mutual attacks of the Stalinist and Martin gangs, the dirt spilled 
on both sides did indeed provide an excellent springboard for the com- 
mon exposure of both sides. Had there been a Marxist force in the U.A.W, 
the unprincipled clique war between Martin and the Stalinists would 
have been utilized as a striking lesson in the contrast between oppor- 
tunist trade union policies and revolutionary unionism, Both the Mar~ 
tin and Stalinist cams of reaction would have been rejected and un- 
compromisingly exposed as labor swindlers, The proper political lessons 
would have been drawn and the auto wokkers educated into the meaning -of 
revolutionary Marxism. 
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THE. TROTSKYITHS JUMP ON MARTIN'S BANDWAGON 


Outwardly it seemed for the moment that the Trotskyites were 
redeeming their promise to pursue the path of revojutionary mass work 
in so far as the auto union was concerned. But suddenly the Martin- 
Stalinist wer broke out in renewed and intensified fury. Now principles 
were put to the test as they always are in sharp crises. There was no 
room or time for equivocations and fraudulent disguises. Everyone had 
to come out in the open 4nd take his stand. 


Cannon-Shachtman's stand consisted of laying aside their paper 
résulutions, throwing themselvew with unreserved abandon into the re- 
actionary clique warfare and PLEDGING FULL SUPPORT OF HOMER MARTIN$ 


"Support Martin 

"The policy here recommended does not imply extensive nego— 
tiations over questions of program, etc. It does not neces— 
sitate formal agreements of any kind. The most important 
facts are already know, and the duty of responsible militants 
is clear. In the crisis provoked by the Stalinite bid for 
power, the militants have no choice but to support the Martin 
administration ag against the Stalinite—Frankensteen combina— 
tion. And this suprport should be given openly, frankly and 
aggressively." (J. P. Cannon, Socialist Appeal, May 14, 1938, 
pe 4. Emphasis in original) 


This piece of treachery proved how "seriously" Cannon and Shacht= 
man took their own words against the reactionary Martin and his putrid 
regime. Jay Lovestone and Co., formerly the target of Trotskyite gibes 
about their poisonous peddling of Martin, now had a hearty belly laugh 
ag Cannon and Shachtman hastily clambered about the Martin ‘bandwagon, 
When the Trotsky leaders, with a perfectly straight face "proved" that 
support to the Martin leadership was in the interests of the working- 
class, they perpetrated another in a long series of betrayals. 


To show how rotten opportunists are compelled to reverse them 
selves when it suits their factional purposes: ~ for @ long time, the 
Cannon-Shachtman gang had been applying bitterly critical phrases to 
Martin, such @s the following which we quoted above: ",..he gathered 
all the job hunters, all the opportunists in the union"; "vicious 
red-baiting campaign"; “a furiously reactionary, red-baiting clique, 
whose only thoughtis the perpetuation of its own existence and posi- 
tion's "the leadership has become @ hindrance and @n obstacle to the 
further progress of the organization." But now, that Cannon-Shachtman 
had jumped onto Martin's bandwagon, here is how they painted his leader 
ship in their call for support to him: 


"The U.A.W., under the Martin leadership remains, by compari- 
son, the most progressive of the C,I.0. unions and by far 
the most democratic." (Ibid. My emphasis - A.B.) 


Note that in Cannon's exhortation for support to Martin, the 
policy advocated was not made contingent upon "extensive negotiations 
over program" and did not "necessitate formal agreements of any kind." 
In other words, unlike Lovestone, Cannon-Shachtman were not even using 
the cover of 4 program as a disguise for their shameless perfidy. Mar- 
tin,on his part, naturally accepted every particle of support fram all 
quarters in his unprincipled clique fight with the equally unprincipled 
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Stalinists. Particularly welcome to Martin was support from people 
who vociferously gave every outward appearance of principled opvosi- 
tion to Stalinism. Experience@ clique fighters desiring to pull the 
wool over the eyes of the trusting rank-and-file do not present their 
line as motivated by the mundane concern for joos; rather it is al- 
ways "principjes" and "policies" that are pushed forward as the alleg- 
ed issues in factional clique fights. Therefore support from "anti- 
Stalinist" political tendencies, such ag the Lovestoneites and Trot~ 
skyites, strengthened Martin's hand and gave his camp a principled 
appearance, 


MARTIN'S PROGRAM OF STRIKEBREAKING 


As a cover for his bureaucratic machinations, Martin submit- 
ted a comprehensive program to bamboozle the rank-and-file auto work- 
ers, This was known as the twenty point program. Strikingly enough, 
it was supported by the Stalinists who were at war with Martin suppos-— 
edly on questions of principle. Each camp calculated cunningly in its 
own factional interests in presenting a front of unanimity on this twen~ 
ty point program, Martin and his Lovestoneite lickspittles so framed 
the program that the Stalinists did not oppose it for it fitted in 
perfectly with their ultra—Rightist line. On the other hand the Stal 
inists figured that concentration of their fire on Martin's bureaucrat- 
ism, rather than on program, aild lead inevitably to certain victory 
for them if this legitimate point was made the outstanding issue of 
their clique warfare. Thus each camp for its own factional reasons 
united in supporting the “twenty point program." It was a revealing 
illustration that principles were not involved at all in this clique 
fight in which the auto workers were used as so many pawns in the bur- 
eaucratic struggle for cmtrol. 


What was the political essence of this Martin—Stalinist pro- 
gram concealed behind a mass of reformist demagogy? Every worker even 
remotely familiar with Marxism imows that war is inherent in the capital 
ist system, that war is but a military continuation of capitalist poli- 
tical policy and that a revolutionary struggle against war cannot be 
waged separate and apart from a revolutionary struggle to overthrow 
capitalism. The program covered up the hypocritical national defense 
slogan under which the capitalists always disguise their military con- 
tinuation of counter-revolutionary political. policy’ 


"Gonstant resistance to war propaganda, and cooperation with 
all sincere efforts to keep America out of war. Suppor of 
La Follette-Ludlow Amendment as a guarantee of Labor's demo- 
cratic right to determine whether or not it will wage a war 
-of aggression abroad." (Quoted in Socialist Appeal, May 21, 1938) 


The Martin-Stalinist program also embodied an old trick of the 
reactionaries whose aim is to prevent strikes against the rotten agree- 
ments they siga with the bosses. The indignation and dissatisfaction 
of the workers showing itself in strike action is slandered as "wild- 
cat strikes." Ths, the Martin-Stalinist program promised the bosses’ 


“Cooperation of all officers and members of the Union in the 
prevention and elimination of wild-cat stoppages and strikes. 
(Ibid.) 


From every possible angle, then, the Martin-Stalinist program was pro~ 
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capitalist, class—collaborationist and a strikebreaking program. What 
was the Trotsky line on the subject of this crookedly motivated program? 


Generally, whenever Cannon and Shachtman urged support to labor 
fakers, they pleaded non-responsibility for the labor fakers' specific 
program, for obvious self—protective reasons, In jumping onto Martin's 
bandwagon, however, Cannon and Shachtman didn't even bother to feign a 
disguise. They took exception only to Point 16 of Martin's program 
which called for support to the Lewis-Stalinist Non-Partisan League and 
which urged the re-election of Governor Murphy in Michigan. But to all 
the other 19 points in the Martin-Stalinist program, Cannon and Shecht- 
man gave an unreserved endorsement. Here is the Trotskyite endorsement 
black on white: 


"The twenty-point program (printed elsewhere in thie issue) 
is a comprehensive plan of action and with one important ex- 
ception (point 16 - A.B.) it by and large fills the bill." (Ibid. ) 


More, the program @s @ whole was given a cle@n bill of health 
by the Trotsky opportunists and pictured as progressive: 


"Basically, however, in its significant and important features 
the program is progressive and probably the most thoroughgoing 
in the C.1.0." (Ibid. My emphasis - A,B.) 

The Cannon-Shachtman approval of this program of reformist, paci- 
fist fakery and strikebreaking shows how staunch they were in their sup~ 
port to Martin and how insincere had been their previous "criticism" of 
him. About three months after Cannon demanded support to Martin "open= 
ly, frankly and aggressively" the Trotskyites got themselves so entagled 
in their support to Martin that they even dropped their reservation on 
Point 16 of the strikebreaking program and hailed the program in its en- 
tirety in fervent words of praise: 


"The 20 point program was @nd remains the weapon against the 
depression attacks of the employers and is the road for union 
builders." (Socialist Appeal, August 6, 1938, p. 3) 


Such was the Frotskyite "revolutionary" mass work in the U.A.W.J 


Interestingly, in the recent 113 day General Motors strike, the 
issue of "company security" (the bosses! terminology for protection 
against "wildcat" strikes) was made & key point by the bosses and push- 
ed by all the top fakers in the U.A.W. The Trotsky writers correctly 
showeaé that this was the rotten fruit of HomerMartin's campSign against 
"wildcat" strikes. But one "little” point was conveniently "forgotten" 
by the Trotsky historians, namely, that the Cannon-Shachtman leadership 
had rendered support to Martin's strikebreaking line on "wildcat" strikes 
during the crucial period of the factional struggle in the U.A.W. back 
in 1938, 


BACKING MARTIN'S MANEUVERS 


In the unprincipled clique fight between Martin and the Stalin- 
ists, thug methods were the chief course open to both camps of unscrupu= 
lous power seekers, Martin's racketerring methods were more prominent 
precisely because he was then in the driver's seat in the U.A.W. In 
raising the cry against the bureaucratic method of control, the Stalin~ 
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ists had an irrefutable point against Martin. A little more than a 
month before they lined up with Martin, the Trotsky leaders had examin- 
ed the basic chargesof bureaucracy raised by the Stalinists and found 
them to be authentic. The three central acts of Martin's bureaucratism 
were emumerated in the Trotsky press 


"]. The abolition of local union papers at the Executive Board 
meeting after the Milwaukee convention» 
"Was this bureaucratic? Most certainly." 


"2. The gag resolution prohibiting Board members from discus= 
Sing decisions of the board outside of board meetings. 
"No doubt this, too, was bureaucratic," 


"3, The signing of the present supvlementary agreement with 
General Motors without consulting the workers by calling a 
General Motors conference, 

"This was the most bureaucratic action of all." 


re 


(Socialist Appeal, April 2, 1938, p. 2. My emphasis - A.B.) 


The officials on the Executive Board who were playing ball with 
the Stalinists were the millstone around Martin's neck preventing him 
from completely taking over the union. It was necessary for Martin to 
eliminate this insistent threat te his domination. In May 1938 he ar~ 
bitrarily abolished Frankensteen's position thus cutting the ground 
from under him. This bureaucratic manipulation only added to the Stai- 
inist arsenal, Martin's bureaucratism was plainly revealed. 


When the Trotskyites hopped over to the Martin camp, however, 
they evaluated his rotten pojicies as being for the cause of progressive 
unionism$ , 


"Homer Martin's defense of the union from outside clique con- 
trol was a real advance for the cause of progressive unionism 
in America and mst be supported." (Socjalist Appeal, May 14, 
1938.) 


As Cannon stated, there were no "formal agreements" concluded 
with Martin, but that did not deter the Trotsky leaders from giving him 
a complete democratic color. Cannon and Shachtman were a little tardy 
in switching over to Martin but they clearly outdid Lovestone when they 
started to spread brazen fabrications about the role of Homer Martin, 


THE CONTINUATION OF THE U.A.W. FACTIONAL CRISIS 


The crisis of May 1938 in the U.A.W. became intensified in the 
succeeding months as Martin desperately resorted to every bureaucratic 
maneuver possible to rid himself of the Stalinist pack yapping at his 
heels. It was obvious that in their factiomal war against Martin the 
Stalinists were aided enormously by the fact that Martin himself was a 
hardened bureaucrat, an expert sell-out artist, a persecutor of all 
militants who were waging "wildcat" strikes in protest against his ale 
liance with the auto exploiters. 


In June 1938, Martin bureaucratically suspended the five lead~ 
ing pro-Stalinist officials; Frankensteen, Mortimer, Hall, Wells and 
Addese Martin's bureaucratic actions against the Stalinists created 
such a stench, that the Trotskyites, despite their support, were con-~ 
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strained to chide Martin and lecture him on the need to go to the rank- 
and-file so as to assure them that he had no intentions of violating 
union democracy: 


"To overcome at least i rt, the bad effects of, this move : 
the Martin eaderohi cSt doa" Bt nGhbor shit Be Sn Pa ity through 
plain the role of the Stalinists, and why disciplinary action 
was taken, and assure the membership that no campaign of red- 
baiting or violations of democracy is under way." (Socialist 


Appeal, June 18, 1938, p. 2) 


This was the 1938 version of the Trotsky line in the Stalinist 
dual unions in the 1928-32 period. Recall how in a convention of the 
Stalinist National Miners Union in 1929, the Trotsky representatives 
rounded up the militant delegates repelled by Stalinist bureaucratism, 
herded them into a hotel room and invited William Z. Foster dom to 
"streighten them out." Stalin's flunkey, Foster, was this given an op~ 
portunity to use some soft soap and calm down the more advanced militants 
with more ingratiating language. (See the exposure of this episode in 
the first installment of this series.) Now the same fundamental Trot~ 
sky line was applied to Martin. Martin, the conscienceless bureaucrat, 
was lectured by the Trotskyites to become mindful of the rank-and-file 
whom he despised and feared, and endeavor to square himself with them. 
The Trotskyites now asked Martin to paint himself a champion of the rank- 
and-file as they had asked Foster to do in the above-mentioned episode  _ 
back in 1929, 


Martin, not being as politically astute as the shrewd Foster, 
ignored the friendly "advice" proferred by the Trotskyites. Meanwhile, 
after the suspension of the pro-Stalinist officers in June 1938 the 
factional pot in the U.A.W. really began to boil. The Stalinists had a 
perfect issue made to order. Every time the Stalinist crowd howled for 
“democracy" against the Martin gang, they harped on Martin's bureaucrat~ 
ic suspensions. Using tle reinstatement of the five suspended officers 
as a driving wedge the Stalinists brought the faction fight to a crisis 
in late June 1938. Again faced with a crisis, Cannon-Shachtman showed 
their true colors once more and again exhorted the auto workers to side 
with Martins 


"There can be no neutrality in this battle. Non-intervention 
means support to the Stalinists. They thrive on the position 
of the fence-sitters. We are not advocating support of every— 
thing the Martin administration has done in the past and will 
do in the future, We have ourselves made the most unsparing 
criticisms in the past when we disagreed with the administra- 
tion, But all of these bureaucratic missteps fade into insig- 
nificance compared to the danger presented by the Stalinist 
campaign." (Socialist Appeal, June 25, 1938,pp. 2-3. Em 
phasis in original. 


For a while Martin was able to beat off the Stalinist threat. 
In August 1938 he went the whole hog and behind closed doors expelled 
Mortimer, Frankensteen 2nd Hall. This was one of the more outstanding 
bureaucratic acts in the entire clique war and played right into the 
hands of the treacherous Stalinists. It is well know that reactionary 
persecution of opportunists only strengthens opportunism, Reactionary 
persecution of apportuniam only builds up the opportunists in the minds 
of the workers @s bona-fide opponents of capitalism. The 
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precise object of the opportunists is to drug the workers with exactly 
this illusion and build themselves up as defenders of the oppressed mas 
ses. It is only when the opportunist scoundrels are canbatted and de- 
feated by revolutionary Marxism backed up by & correct understanding of 
the role and character of the opportunists on the part of the workers 
that a genuine victory is registered in the interests of the toilers. 
Martin's bureaucratic suppression campaign which only built up the Stel~ 
inists in the U.A.W. as true fighters against bureaucracy was @ clear 
illustration of the principle that reaction works to prop up opportunism, 
Even this elementary principle wes completely distorted by the Trotsky 
leaders in their recruiting drive for Martin, Martin's strong-arm meth~ 
ods received implicit approvel from Cannon-Shachtn@n who even called 
Martin's moves an occasion for rejoicings 


"4 fresh wind is blowing through the American Labor Movement. 
"Within the past week, its invigorating force has been felt 
in three major trade union centers and the results should be 
an occasion for rejoicing among militant and progressive work- 
ers the country over." (Socialist Appeal, August 13, 1938, p.1) 


The first two centers mentioned in order were Los Angeles and 
New York where the Stalinists lost some forces and reportedly lost a 
union election. The third center was Detroit where Martin's bureav— 
cratic expulsion order was taken as the third reason for rejoicing: 


"In Detroit, three of the suspended officers—stooges of the 
Communist Party — of the United Automobile Workers were 
expelled from the union," 


"With these actions, the labor movement is beginning the 
long delayed but much needed job of cleansing its system of 
the Stalinist virus that was poisoning its entire body and 
driving it to certain doom." (Ibid.) 


With this dose of chloroform, the Trotsky jJeaders were prevent- 
ing the workers from realizing that Martin's bureaucr@tic, red-baiting 
witch-hunt was not really damaging Stalinism, but vw@s strengthening it 
in the eyes of the workers and prep@ring the grounds for his own elimi~ 
nation and the victory of the Stalinist bureaucrats in the U.A.W, 


THE TEMPORARY INTERRUPTION IN THE FACTIONAL WR 


Workers who dared to open their mouths against the rotten be~ 
trayals of the Martin leadership were classified as "Red," and promptly 
given the boot. As @ result of the heavy bureaucratic hand of Martin, 
dissatisfaction boiled over among the oppressed vrankand-file. Cannon 
and Shachtman could not ignore these sentiments and had to take official 
cognizance of it. On August 20, 1938 the Socialist Appeal wrote: 


"It is time to say @ word about the chair-—warming reaction- 
aries and opportunists camped in Martin's own backyard. It 
was their stupid, bone-head policies which built up the inor-~ 
dinate strength behind the Stalimists. Now they imagine that 
they hawe a field day to clean the militants — 4ll militants — 
out of the union. What is this but the reverse side of the 
Stalinist medal which aims to clean out the militants vie its 
traditional methods." 
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It would appear from the above that the line of supporting Mar~ 
tin had been played out. One would think that Cannon and Cos would not 
be able tu find any more "reasons" why support to Martin was in the in- 
terests of the working class. After the expulsion of the three pro- 
Stalinist officials in August 1938, however, the Stalinists threatened 
to call a new convention to oust Martin. This proposal met with wide 
support and once more & crisis was created for the ruling Martin cliques 
What line did Cannon-Shachtman advocate now? In this crisis, did they 
finally adopt the Marxist policy of exposure of both bureaucratic camps 
and urge the workers to reject and cast out both gangs of crooks? Did 
they point out that any other line meant attaching the workers to one 
or the other, in reality to both gangs of swindlers? By no means? 


"Differences with Homer Martin or other members of the Board— 
however serious or justified — are not at issue nowe Pro- 
eressives mist realize that every ounce of support must be 
thrown in the sc@les of the Mertin forces against the Lewis— 
Stalinist complot. Any other course is tre@chery to the auto 
workers and their union.* (Socialist Appeal, September 3,1938) 


Unfortunately for the Trotskyites, John L. Lewis, then working 
with the Stalinists, manipulated a compromise which secured a firm foote 
hold for the Stalinists in the auto union, @ foothold they retained for 
many yearse Martin was completely. washed out. For the Trotskyites to 
call for support to Martin as "against" the Stalinists was patently ab- 
surd since the breathing space in the faction fight had unified both 
reactionary camps into one solid lump. Left without & horse to back, 
Cannon=-Shachtman s@gely noted that Martin's policies could never ve 
defeated the Stalinists anyhow: 


"The temporary conclusion of the present factional fight has 
demonstrated with unmistakeable clearness that the Martin sup~ 
porters on the International Executive Board were incapable of 
leading & fight against the Stalinist menace, of providing 
leadership for progressive, militant unionism, of building the 
union and conducting an effective campaign against the automo~ 
bile manufacturers." (Socialist Appeal, @ctober 8, 1938, p.2) 


One would think from the above that the Trotsky leaders learned 
of this fact only in October 1938 and were never aware of it before! 
Or at least this is what the Trotsky leaders wanted their supporters to 
believe. The truth is that from the formation of the Cannon-Shachtman 
Trotsky organization in 1928 the elementary fact that Stalinism is only 
aided and abetted by other forms of opportunism was pointed out in their 
press time and again. In the auto union specifically, they knew that 
there were no principled differences between Martin and the Stalinistse 
The Trotskyites thehselves point this out when they were lambasting 
Lovestone for supporting Martin. When Camon-—Shachtman swung into the 
Martin orbit, they went with their eyes wide open and with their hands 
outstretched for a crumb from the two-bit potentate then heading the 
U.A.W.e They were left holding the bag and accordingly expressed their 
keep disappointment on the lack of returns from their inwestment by re= 
introducing their previous criticism of Martin. In January 1939 the 
Trotsky press admitted what had been openly rumoured all along; that 
Martin was in cahoots with the Fascist Father Coughlin and with Bennet 
of the Ford secret police. (Socialist Appeal, Jamary 28, 1939) This 
was the real evolution of Homer Martins the road he travelled was paved 
by all of his supporters. 


eceo 
HOW GHR SROTSKY LEADERS WRITE HISTORY 


While the Homer Martin igsne wae still hot among the ranks af 
the Tratsky workers, Capnon and Shachhtman had to work liké beavers ¢9 
explgin away theip support to him, It weg not easy for the revolutione 
ary-minded Trotskyite workers to swallow ig idea of supporting such ap 
outrigkt labor faker as Martin, The alibi then spread by Qannon~Shachte 
man was the "lesser evil" theory, the petriidiotie argument which holds 
that support to an agent of the capitalists is to be preferred to support 
to agents of Stalin, In such a polic¢y an independent proletarian linb 
is ruled out and the workers are deceived into supporting one or another 
sell-out artist. The excuse given by Cannon-Shachtman was that this was 
the only way of preserving the union: 


"We are interested in preserving the unions from destruction 
and that is the basis for the ‘lesser evil’ tactic in the 
unions." (Socialist Appeal, November 26, 1938, p. 5) 


Drawing the analogy to their line in the auto union, Cannon-Shachtman 
explained: 


"Our action, for examp}e, in supporting the Martin administr a- 
tion as against the Staltnists, in the auto workers union was 
based on these considerations. It was correct to seek ta pre~ 
serve that union from the Stalinist disrupters." (Ibid.) 


Such were the specious arguments used by Cannon~Shachtman in 1938 
to justify their support to Martin in the faction fight in the U.4.W. 
However, many years later, when these events had become a dim memory, 
the Cannon writers engaged in a typical piece of Trotskyite finagling. 
In 1944 a faction fight broke out in the New York American Labor Party 
vetvween the Stalinists on one hand and the Rose—Dubinsky gang on the 
Other, This unprincipled clique fight occurred some four years after 
Shachtman had organizationaljy separated from Cannon. In this clique 
fight Shachtman applied the 1938 line of the Trotsky organization and 
lined up with the Dubinsly-Rose clique. The arguments used by Shacht~ 
man and the line applied was identical in every respect to the Trotsky 
line in the auto union from May to September 1938. 


Shachtman's organizational severance from Cannon in 1940 had 
taken away a good proportion of Cannon's following. Cannon was quite 
embittered at his former comrade-in—arms and was scouting around for 
points to show up Shachtman's opportunism in orler to cover up his owne 
Shachtman's open support to the social—democratic labor misleaders in 
the A.L.P. provided a perfect case in point. Cannon and Co. tims took 
their ex-colleague to task and read him a severe lecture on the evils 
of supporting every labor faker who happens to be wrangling with the 
Stalinists for one reason or another. Paying homage for the moment to 
@ correct view, Cannon and Co. stated that a bled with reactionaries is 
an unprincipled combination and actually works for the strengthening of 
Stalinism, As a most strikjng example of this unprincipled combination~ 
ism Tho Militant harked back precisely to the 1938 clique struggle in 
the Ueb,We and drew the following analogy for its uninformed readers? 


"We witnessed this phenomenon in 1938 in the faction fight 
of the ato union. Homer Martin, then President of the UAW, 
by his red baiting, his bureaucratic high-handedness only 
built up Stalinist strength. At that time, a group of petty 
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bourgeois opportunists, the late unlamented Lovestoneites, 
cliqued up with Homer Martin and excused everything on the 
grounds of the 'Stalinist menace.? They accomplished little 
more than to disgrace themselves. We witnessed an equally 
disgraceful performance today on the part of a group of petty 
bourgeois opportunists — ex-Trotskvites, who alibied their 
support of the Dibinsky-Secial Democratic clique on the grounds 
of the ‘lesser evil'J" (The Militant, April 8, 1944, p. 6) 


For obvious diplomatic reasons, the Cannonites left out the all- 
essential truth that the opportunist policy of supporting Homer Martin 
during the faction fight in the U.A.W. in 1938 was precisely the line 
of Cannon and Shachtman on the grounds of the Yrauduient ‘lesser evil.! 
How typical of Cannon to attack the criminal policies of the Lovestone= 
ites, which he himself held 4n common with them and what a convenient 
method of diverting the workers’ attention from Cannon's own opportunism 


The contempt which the Camon editors have for their readers 
shows itself most clearly in the foregoizg citation. They plainly cal- 
culate that their readers have such faith in them that they will never 
even think of questioning the truth of those hypocritical statementse 

Thus the stigma of support to Martin is pinned to the now-extinct Love~ 
stone crew who actually supported Martin as did Cannon and Shachtman. 
The brazen lies of the Stalinist leaders are premised on the blind faith 
of their followers, It is obvious that Cannon presupposes the same at~ 
titude on the part of his followers; his outright falsification of 
the Martin affair is explainable only in this light. 


The very example which the Cannonites cite in their supposed 
criticism of Shachtman's line is a most damning indictment of the Can. 
nonites themselves. The whole incident here is another illustration of 
how opportunism workg to prop up opportunism. Shachtman's line in the 
A.L.Pe in 1944 was clearly opportunist, as the Cannonites indicate. On 
the other hand, Shachtman in his reply seized upon Cannon's hushing up 
of Trotskyite support to Martin in 1938, (Max Shachtman, The New Inter~ 
national, April 1944) Along these lines, Shachtman naturally had to 
defend the line he had pursued in common with Cannon in 1938 as perfect~ 
ly correcte 
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The back-door peace engineered by Lewis and the Stalinists was 
not fated to last long. In January 1939 the U.A.W. factional kettle 
boiled over again. The Stalinist caucus called for a convention in 
Cleveland in March, whereas the Martin gang decided for a convention of 
their ow in Detroit. By this time the Stalinists had captured the ma~ 
jority of the forces in the union. Martin's strikebreaking, his bureau- 
cratism, plus the revelations of his secret meetings with Coughlin and 
Bennet repelled most healthy-minded auto workers and drove them into 
the Stalinist trap. 


At first Cannon and Shachtman gave the impression of playing 
"independent" of both the Stalinists and of Martin: 


"The rank and file mst act at once if the union is to be 

saved from the wreckers and the wreckage. While preparing its 
forces for the Detroit conventiom and rejecting the Stalinist 
stooge gathering in Cleveland, it must act independently, and 

not as a mere servant of Martin." (Socialist Appeal, Jan.28,1939) 
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In any case one point was made quite clear by the Trotsky lead 
ers. That point was the proposed Stalinist stooge gethering in Cleve 
land which Cannon-Shachtman distinctly branded as a plot to knife the 
U.A.W. workers: 


"Exposure of the projected Addes-Mortimer—Thomas convention at 
Cleveland as a Stalinist scheme to smash the union and certain 

to be run as a standard Stalinist stooge assembly directed from 
beginning to end by Browder and his gang of union-wreckers." (Ibid, ) 


Blinded in the faction fight by their previous partnership with 
Martin, the Trotsky leaders miscalculated on the relation 6f forces. 
No Sooner was the ink dry on the above-cited issue of the Trotsky paper 
when a heavy body blow was dealt to the Martin Convention by the top C.1.06. 
gang. The C.1I.0. leadership gave official blessing to the Stalinist 
gathering in Cleveland: 


"The split that has béen developing in the powerful Auto Work 
ers Union took a new turn last week when Sidney Hillman and 
Philip Murray, representing the leadership of the (.I.0., de~ 
cisively rejected the claims of the Martin group and recognized 
the authority of the Thomas—Addes—Frankensteen group." (Social- 
ist Appeal, February 4, 1939, p. 1) 


Martin was cut off from the C.I.0. The flight of all the: job- 
hunters formerly supporting Martin re@ched landslide proportions in the 
Stalinist direction. 


In this precipitate rush to the Stalinist gathering were to be 
found none other than the Trotsky leaders themselves. On February 14, 
two weeks after pretending independence, the Trotsky organ quoted a 
leading Tm tskyite, V. R. Dunne, as stating that: "We will support the 
March 27 Cleveland convention." This Stalinist convention tms became 
the new focus of Trotskyite affection, It was now incumbent upon Can- 
non-Shachtman to color up the Stalinist Chéveland convention to explain 
away their sudden switch. Whereas previously the Trotsky leaders had 
claimed that the Cleveland convention wes a "Stalinist stooge gathering," 
now they miraculously transformed it into a convention allegedly domin~ 
ated by the rank-and-file. Bye~witness reporters in the Trotsky press 
painted over the Stalinist-led convention in the appropriate "democrat— 
ic" hues 


"If it is possible to say that a rank and file is running a 
convention, then certainly it is master of this one." (Social~ 
ist Appeal, April 7, 1939 


Just 2 couple of months before, Cannon-Shachtman were shouting 
that the Cleveland convention was a Stalinist plot to sm@sh the union. 
Of course, this was in the period when the Trotskyites had the Martin 
convention in mind. Now that the Trotskyites had switched to the Stale 
inist convention, they boosted it as lustily as they had cursed it before’ 


"Its decisions are by far the most progressive of any organi~ 
gation in recent times. Its deliberations are carried out in 
a democratic manner that should be a model for all other unions 
to follow." (Ibid.) 


Naturally, contrary to the Trotsky distortions, it was the Stal~ 
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inist bureaucratic machine and nvt the rank-and-file which was the mas~= 
ter of the Cleveland convention. Indeed, just a couple of weeks later, 
without a word of acknowledgement of what they had reported before, 

the Cannon-Shachtman writers themselves estimated the results of the cone» 
vention and showed it was Stalinism that ran and dominated the Cleveland 
gatherings 


"The Cleveland convention was an anti~Martin convention and 
it is therefore no surprise that the force which provided the 
leadership in the fight against Martin dominated the conventione 
THAT FORCE AND LEADERSHIP WAS THE STALINIST MACHINE." (Social~ 
ist Appeal, April 25, 1939, p. 1. My capitals - A.B.) 


Such was the "rank-and-file" running the Cleveland conventionj 


This was the Trotskyite "model" which they held up for "all other 
unions to follow'J Whereas before, they supported the rotten Martin gang 
on the excuse that anyone was to be preferred to the union~busting Stal~ 
inists, now they palmed off a Stalinist-led convention as a sterling ex— 
ample for workers to follow. 


Since the Stalinists made a pretense of defending the rank-and- 
file against Martin, they relcased a flood of demagogy designed to give 
the impression that their convention, in contrast to Martin's, was a 
rank-and-file convention, Thus when Cannon-Shachtman dived off Martin's 
sinking ship and clambered aboard the Stalinist boat, they echoed Stal~ 
inist demagogy. It is clear that when factional expediency is at stake, 
Cannon and Co. will go to any lengths in their deceptions. 


TO BE CONTINUED 
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A POLICY AND ITS MEANIN 


| “CRITICAL SUPPORT" TO REACTIONARIES: 


= 


In so-called Labor circles for many years there has been a 
policy prevalent which goes under the name of "Critical Support" to re- 
actionaries, This policy has been in use in a wide variety of political 
spheres ranging from the Social Democrats of the Alex Rose stamp to 
the Shachtmanite Workers Party. The Social Democrats supported Roose- 
velt with “criticism which was at times bitter to the extreme. The 
New Leader contains some exceedingly powerful material, for example, 
on the aid given by the Roosevelt Administration to the various fascist 
powers in the past several years. The Stalinists followed the same 
line. The Trotskyites, including both wings, have supported the Stal- 
inists in elections with ferocious "criticism." The remarkable med- 
ley of a whole series of seemingly opposed political organizations throw- 
ing support to one another to the accompaniment of strenuous verbal de- 
nunciations is a phenomenon meriting close attention. What does it all 
mean, in so far as the real interests of the working class are concerned? 


We have stated our position on this matter clearly for many 
years. Support is support — no matter how much it is clothed with ver— 
bal criticism. Any organization which urges workers to support another 
organization in an election shares responsibility for the deeds of that 
organization if its candidates are elected. The "criticism" does. not 
absolve one from political responsibility for the results of the voting 
one helped to bring about. 


Thus, the Stalinists, who urged the workers in New York City to 
vote for 0O' Dwyer, share responsibility for his reactionary policies 
as Mayor, The fact that during and after the elections the Stalinist 
leaders criticized O'Dwyer's policies does not release the Stalinists 
from this responsibility. In the evaluation of the November 1945 elec- 
tions given in Political Affairs, the organ of the Stalinist Party, 
there is a summary of the criticisms they levelled against O'Dwyer dur- 
ing the Mayoralty campaign: 


"Serious difficulties were caused by concessions made by O'Dwyer 
to reactionary pressures during the campaign. For one thing, 
he was instrumental in forcing the Manhattan Democrats to with- 
draw the Democratic designation from Councilman Davis after 

they had given it to him as a result of pressure from Harlem 
and from labor. Second, he Red-baited twice in the course of 

the campaign. Third, he failed to dissociate himself from the 
reactionary foreign policies embarked on by the Truman Admin- 
istration." (December 1945, p. 1084) 


This hue and cry was only a cover of the Stalinists' line of 
tying the workers in New York to a Tammany stooge and an agent of Walt 
Street. If the Stalinist bureaucrats did not indulge in this "criticism" 
they vould have no self-protective cover and their line of attaching the 
workers to reactionaries would stand exposed. Self-protection — that 
is the essential function of the "criticism" in the line of critical sup- 
port to reactionaries. 


It is interesting that each organization understands clearly 
the evil nature of the line of "critical support" to reactionaries pur- 
sued by other organizations. Thus, the Trotskyites are completely clear 
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that the Stalinists who on a line of critical support urged the work- 

ers of New York City to vote for O'Dwyer are fully responsible for his 
reactionary policies. An editorial in The Militant of March 2, 1946, 

efter listing O'Dwyer's misdeeds, exclaims quite correctly: 


"And this is dut one small portion of the pay-off hundreds 
of thousands of New York workers are now receiving for follow- 
ing the treacherous advice of the Communist (Stalinist) Party 
and the Stalinist-dominated American Labor Party to vote last 
November for O'Dwyer as the 'labor-progressive coalition’ can- 
didate." (P. 4) 


Yes, this is true. The Stalinist followers may thank the Fosters and 

Cacchiones for the blows O'Dwyer is now dealing the working class. An 
editorial in Labor Action of March 4, 1946 also heaps condemnation on 

the Stalinists for their supvort to O'Dwyer: 


"And it is one of the main crimes of people like Qui]l and 

the other Stalinists and Stalinist stooges that they tied the 
unions they control to the tail of Tammany Hall in New York. 

e+ -That's the price you pay, Mr. Quill, for your rotten policy. 
You, and your Stalinist friends with your stranglehold on the 
American Labor Party, put O'Dwyer in office. Now you're get- 
ting back what can be expected from his type." “ 


Notice — the responsibility of the Stalinists for the election of O'Dwyer 


is not just some passing error, but "one of the main crimes" of the Stal-— 
inist bureaucrats. 
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But what kind of "blessings" have some of those whom the Trot- 
skyites urged the workers to vote for showered down from their elected 
posts? Take the case of the British "Labor" Government now in office. 
Here is a point which far transcends in importance the election for May~ 
or of New York City, however vital such an urban center may be. The 
British "Labor" Government dominates not only the millions of workers 
in the British Isles, but also the hundreds of millions of colonial 
slaves of British imperialism. 


In the July 1945 General Election, the Trotskyites urged the 
workers to vote for the British Labor Party, "Attlee or Churchill" — 
such was the electoral slogan of the Trotskyites, and Attlee was re- 
presented by them as a political alternative to Churchill. 


When the Laborites were elected, the Trotskyite leaders piled 
on their most enthusiastic praises. According to Cannon's paper, "The 
middle classes of town and country have joined with the workers to de~ 
liver the first telling blow against capitalism." (The Militant, August 4, 
1945, "British Workers Vote Labor Party to Power.") According to Shacht~ 
man's paper, the electoral victory of the British Labor Party "is a vic~ 
tory that should command the support and admiration of the workers of 
the world." (Labor Action, August 6, 1945) 


Were the Trotskyites really serving the interests of the work~ 
ers in urging them to vote for the Labor Party? Were the "rave notices" 
with which the Trotakyites greeted the electoral victory of the Labor 
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Party based on fact, or were they the grossest deception of the workers? 


Let us give the judgement of the Trotskyites themselves on the 
British "Labor" Government. In the same tssue of The Militant in which 
they declare that the Stalinists mist be held responsible for the mis~ 
deeds of O'Dwyer whom the Stalinists supported in the election, the Trot~ 
skyites present this scating denunciation of the "Labor" Government un- 
der the title: "Labor Traitors Pursue Tory Policy Qn India": 


"When the history of perfidy is written, the name of Clement 
Attlee and Ernest Bevin will appear high on the list of traite 
ors to the working class, Attlee was made Prime Minister of 
England, and Bevin Foreign Minister when the British workers 
voted the Labor Party to power last July." (P. 3) 


The article goes on to recount the crimes of the "Labor" Government 

against the millions of Indian colonial victims of British imperialist 
brutality, And the same issue of Labor Action whiich curses the Stalin- 
ists for urging the workers to vote for O'Dwyer, rails against the Attlee 
gang in the "Labor' Government for its bloody assault on the masses of 
ndia3 


"And 90, while British troops were shooting dow the Indian 
sailors and the people of Bombay and Calcutta who had demon- 
strated in support of the sailors, Attlee issuea a statement 
which slandered the masses of India, which ignored the real 
political issue: the desire of the Indian people for nation- 
al independence. . .. As in every other phase of British po- 
litical life’, he and his Labor Party pursue their policy of 
perpetuating capitalist rule, of bolstering the British Empire." 
(Editorial, March 4, 1946) 


If the Stalinists, because they urged*the workers to vote for 
O'Dwyer, bear part of the responsibility for his misdeeds, then by the 
s@me logic the Trotskyites, who to the extent of their influence egged 
on the British workers to vote for Attlee-Bevin, have on their hands 
some of the blood shed by those opportunists who stand so high on the 
list of traitors to the working class, Just as the Stalinists kmew all 
along that O'Dwyer is but an agent of Wall Street, so the Trotskyites 
were completely aware that Attlee-Bevin 8@re agents of British imperial~ 
ism. In fact, during the General Election last July, the Trotskyites 
stated that Attlee-Bevin and the whole Labor Party gang are case—hard~ 
ened betrayers. Nevertheless, the Trotskyites urged the workers to 
vote for Attlee-Bevin. Should people who live in glass houses throw 
stones? Are those who play the same tricks with the workers as the 
Stalinists qualified to confemn the Stalinists? Is it wrong for the 
Stalinists to bamboozle the workerg into voting for known reactiomries, 
but right for the Trotskyites to do the same thing? 


When O'Dwyer merely stood behind the efforts of the New York 
capitalists to prevent the transit workers from getting & two-dollar a 
day increase in pay, the Shachtmanites screamed that the Stalinists' 
electoral support to O'Dwyer was "one of their main crimes." O'Dwyer's 
crimes are virtue itself comp@red with the crimes of the "Labor" Govern 
ment of England against the millions of colonial slaves. If the Stalin~ 
ists electoral support to the peanut politician, O'Dwyer, is “one of 
their main crimes," then what abomination wes the support the Trotsky- 
ites gave to such murderous scoundrels as the British Laborites on whose 
villainies “the sun never seta.* 
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What the Stalinists, who have enormous influence, do in broad 
Sweeps, the Trotskyites, who are smaller organizationally, do in lesser 
measures, The political tactic of both organizations is the same, 
Through the line of "critical support" both deceive the workers ‘into 
Clinging to their known enemies, 


The Trotskyites know thoroughly that the line of "critical sup— 
port" is @ treacherous one, that it is @ matter of attaching the workers 
to their enemies and at the same time trickily avoiding responsibility. 
This is clear from their attacks on the Stalinists for supporting O'Dwyer. 
But their anti-Stalinist noise is sheer hypocrisy, for the Trotskyites 
are painted with the s@me brush as the Stalinists, 


In our article entitled, "The Third British ‘Labor! Government," 
(THE BULLETIN, November-December 1945) we put the matter clearly? 


"As the ctiminal policies of the British 'Labor' Government 
unfold and bring increased misery and hardship upon the toil- 
ers, every class-sonscious worker should ask himself: Who was 
it that put me up to supporting the 'Zabor!' bandits in July 
1945 and tricked me into giving them a free hand to bring 
ruin upon the working class? The answer will lead to only 
one conclusion for every class-conscious, revolitionary-minded 
workert Repudiate the Stalinist and Trotskyite misleaders who 
preached support to the imperialist British Labor Party." . 


Interestingly enough, the Stalinists, who also told the workers 
to vote for the British Labor Party, are also now attacking the British 
tLabor" Government, Not only in their tactics, tut also in their hypo- 
crisy, are the Stalinists and Trotskyites brothers under the skin, for 
both these opportunist organizations were instrumental in foisting the 
British Labor Party Government on the more advanced, vanguard workers. 
And now these Judases have the brazenness to point an accusing finger 
at the Laborites! 


The tactic of "critical support" is a regular merry-go-round in 
which the advanced workers @re being whirled back into the reactionary 
camps they once left. The workers breaking with the bourgeois politi- 
cians and becoming Stalinists are thrown right back into the clutches 
of the same bourgeois politicians through the "critical support" fakery 
of the Stalinist bureaucrats. The workers who break with the Stalin- 
ists and becoms Trotskyites @re flung back into the old trap by the Trot~ 
skyite bureaucrats who are perennially urging "critical support" to 
this or that Stalinist candidate, The Stalinist outfit ties the work= 
ers to the bourgeoisie; the Trotskyite outfit ties the workers to the 
Stalinist bureaucrats and through them to the bourgeoisie. Because the 
proletarian vanguard is centered around this Stalinist System (the basic 
Stalin movement plus the Trotsky wing), the bourgeoisie remain in power 
at a time when the grass should already have grown high over the grave 
of the capitalist system. 
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But here is the real pay-off. The same issue of The Militant 
which talks against the Stalinists for supporting known reactionaries, 
in @-, for doing the same thing the Trotskyites do, carried an article 
urging the workers of Seattle to vote for some Stalinist stooge, the 
Reverend F. Benjamin Davis, for @ post in the City Council! 


The Trotskyite rank-and-file knows that the Stalinist agents are 
against the interests of the working-clags, and so Cannon and Co, are 
compelled to make some concession to that knowledge, The Militant, 
therefore, is constrained to say of this Rev. Davis: 


"His program is that of the Commnist (Stalinist) Party which 
proposes in the local elections to confine the Negro strug- 
gle to the single issue of passage of a local FEPC ordinance 
of extremely limited effectiveness." 


Furthermore, "His record indicates that he follows the bankrupt policy 
of depending on favors from the capitalist govermment as & means of 
solving the problem of discrimination, rather than on the militant 


mass struggle of the Negro people in unity with the organized working 
class," 


Now, let every Trotskyite worker ask himself: For what purpose 
are these Stalinist stooges put up in elections by the higher bureau~ 
crats? There is only one answer. To increase the power of the Stalin— 
ist System for the purpose of serving Stalin and betraying the toilers 
more effectively. But here is the electoral purpose ascribed dy The 
Militant to stooge Davis in the Seattle campaign: 


"He (Rev. Davis) is an independent Negro candidate running in 
order to provide representation on the Council for the Negro 
people 4nd other persecuted minorities." (My emphasis - J.C.H.) 


In this statement there are two distinct lies. Davis is not an indepen 
dent candidate, tut 2 stooge of th Stalinist bureaucracy, completely 
and totally dependent on their criminal politics and party macnine, 
Secondly, he is not running "in order to" represent the Negro people 
and other victims of oppression, but to misrepresent them, to sell them 
out to the capitalists in the interests of the Stalinist bureaucracy 
which depends for its continuation in power upon the contimed enslave~ 
ment of the workers outside the Soviet Union to the bourgeois ruling class, 
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What idea does the candidacy of a Stalinist flunkey embody in 
the minds of the workers who vote for him? The fatal illusion that a 
Stalinist agent in some manner serves the interests of the workers, white 
and black, It is this disastrous notion which has resulted in the shed— 
ding of oceans of working class blood, But here is how The Militant 
puts this matter in the case of Davis: 


"His candidacy embodies the idea that the Negro people mst 
organize itself politically in opposition to the capitalist 
parties and political machines in order to fight against dis- 
crimination and persecution," . 


This statement is an atrocious fraud. In voting for @ Stalinist, the 
workers are voting for Stalinism. and for nothing else. They are not 
aware of this and it is the duty of Marxists to enlighten them. The 
Trotskyites play exactly the oppesite role; they obscure the fact that 
a vote for a Stalinist is another brick in the already huge Stalinist 
structure of international crime against the toilers. 


The “critical support" tactic contains two parts, The "critic 
cism" is the Trotskyite leaders' cover-up before their own followers 
who would be rebellious against unvarnished support to Stalinist agents, 
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or other reactionaries. But if they did nothing but criticize the Stal- 
inists, naturally the Trotskyite leaders would never get either their 
own followers or any other workers to support the Stalinist flunkeys,. 

The Trotskyite leaders have to make their bitter pill a little attrac- 
tive. Hence, they spread the fakery that supporting Stalinist bureau- 
crats is in some way progressive and in the interests of the proletariat, 
The Trotskyites! "anti-Stalinist" phrases are a disguise of a fundamen— 
tal line in support of Stalinism and other forms of reaction. 
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The treacherous line of the Trotskyite leaders of support to 
Stalinist bureaucrats or other reactionaries is the essence of the 
political role of the Cannon and Shachtman organizations. All their 
other actions and phrases are a cover-up of this essential role. The 
issue of The Militant, for example, from which we cited their support 
of Stalinist Davis in Seattle, their hypocritical outcries against the 
Stalinists for supporting O'Dwyer and the Trotskyites' equally hypo- 
critical noise against the British "Labor" Government which they them 
selves helped to put into power, is quite a typical issue. The variety 
of fakery we have outlined above is the heart and soul of that issue 
of The Militant, The rest is out a camouflage of this essential oppor= 
tunism, Splashed over the rest of the issue are all sorts of "militant" 
headlines, ‘FREEDOM REVOLT FLARES IN INDIA," shouts the lead headline 
on page one, ‘ALL-OUT AID TO GM STRIKE}" "GRAND JURY WHITE WASHES KIL 
LER OF FERGUSON BOYS" "WESTINGHOUSE STRIKERS DEFY BAN ON MASS PICKET 
LINES" And so forth and so on. It is this noise by which the Cannons 
and Shachtmans (Labor Action is simply the cousin of The Militant) 
give themselves the air of being fighters in the interests of the work- 
ing class. Their: "pro-Labor" rumpus is sheer demagogy. The Stalinist 
Daily Worker is full of the same stuff. Unfortunately, the workers fall 
for all these demagogues in great numbers. The workers who follow Can~ 
non, for example, imagine that a lot of "militant" talk about India 
makes Cannon a Marxist. Camnon and his colleagues are a wing of the 
Stalinist System, They support Stalinist directly and indirectly and 
therefore are a hindrance in the fight against Stalinism. During the 
last two decades in this country alone, tens of thousands of revolution- 
ary-minded workers have broken with Stalinism, recognizing it to be @ 
force operating against the interests of the working class. A consider- 
able number of these workers who mmaiined alive politically have fallen 
into the clutches of Cannon and Shachtman who chained them right back 
into the Stalinist System. It is for this re@son that the influence of 
Stalinism in this country is unbroken, The international pro-Stalinist 
role of the Trotsky tendency, from its origin, has been the chief cause 
for the failure of the revolutionary, anti-Stalinist workers to over- 
throw the power of Stalinism on a world scale, 


J. C. Hunter 
ao Dee Bee Pear. aes) April 1946 


